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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We print elsewhere the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, the 
approaching issue of which we recently announced. The rules 
consolidate the previous two sets of rules of 1880 and the rule 
of 1881; and in the lengthy schedule of forms there are consoli- 
dated the forms in the schedules to the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 
1848, and to the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1879. The main 
points of interest in the new rules will be found discussed ante, 
p- 650. 





Tue First pay of the Vacation Sittings in Chancery is usually 
marked by a heavy paper of cases, and Wednesday last formed no 
exception to this rule. Mr. Justice Srrrtmve had before him a list 
of fifty-three applications, to which two were added in the course 
of the day, and, in addition to this, there were several ex parte 
applications. The judge sat until half-past five o’clock and dis- 
posed of the whole of these cases which were ready to be heard, 
but a large number stood over on various grounds, and at the end 
of the day nearly forty orders had been made. 





THE RULE THAT a solicitor who is a trustee is not allowed to 
charge profit costs was enforced by Mr. Justice Currry on the 
12th inst. in a case of Re Barber, Burgess v. Vinicome. The ques- 
tion was raised, on an application to review taxation, whether a 
solicitor, being one of several trustees, is so entitled to charge. 
The learned judge decided that he is not entitled on the ground 
that Cradock v. Piper (1 Mac. & G. 664) has not been overruled, 
although it was questioned in Manson v. Baillie (6 Macq. 80). 
The principle of this decision is, no doubt, a wholesome one, 
although at times it effects a certain amount of hardship, ‘but, 
seeing that Cradock vy. Piper is still law, the decision was in- 
evitable. To solicitors who may find themselves in the position of 
trustee we can recommend the study of the case of Clack v. Carlon 
(9 W. R. 568). 





A sLigut pirFricutty which arose on the 11th inst., in a case 
before Mr. Justice Currry, is worthy of notice, as it arose out of 
an error into which solicitors may occasionally fall. The applica- 
tion was for the compromise of an administration action in which 
the chief clerk’s certificate had found a large number of creditors, 
and the compromise included a payment of a dividend to the 
creditors and the remainder of the estate to the beneficiaries, the 
estate being insufficient. Counsel informed the court that he had 
the written assent of all the creditors, but admitted that he was not 
instructed to appear for them. The learned judge took occasion 


to say that the only mode of audience in court is by counsel or by | 


appesrance in person, and he directed that either a brief should be 
produced for all the creditors or that their signatures to an agree- 
ment binding them to the compromise should be verified by 
affidavit. It is usual whenever an assent of this sort is required 
to frame it in such a way that the party assenting instructs those 
requiring the assent to appear by counsel for him in court, and so 
the difficulty alluded to is obviated. 





In tHE recent case of Day v. Ward, a short report of which will 
be found elsewhere, a claim was made by a solicitor to be sued in 
the High Court, and to be exempt from being sued in the Mayor’s 
Court, on the ground that he was bound, as a solicitor of the High 
Court, to be present in it. Asa basis for this claim a passage from 


Mr. Tipp was relied upon as laying down the old practice. If the 
87th section of the Judicature Act, 1873, had been referred to 
the claim would probably have been treated as having no founda- 
tion. There is, in fact, no such designation as “solicitor of the 
High Court,” and there is no roll of solicitors of that court. The 
roll is a roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court. If a solicitor is 
supposed to be present in the Supreme Court, it would be difficult 
to describe the place where he is to be found. In short, the 
Supreme Court is not a locality, although the business of that 
court is carried on in several localities, no one or more of which is 
or are known by that name. 





Tue memsers of the Indian bar who recently complained, in the 
columns of the Times, that their claims were overlooked in the 
distribution of judicial patronage in India, will no doubt derive 
some consolation from the announcement of the appointment of Mr. 
Scope as legal member of the Governor-General’s Council. A long 
practice in India, ending with three years’ official experience as 
Advocate-General of Bombay, will have familiarised Mr. Scoste, not 
merely with Indian law and practice, but with the condition and re- 
quirements of the Indian community, while, since his return to 
England, he has continued his acquaintance with the same system of 
law as one of the leaders before the Privy Council. Mr. Ixsekrt, on 
assuming the same post, had special advantage in his long experience 
at home as a Parliamentary draftsman, but many even of his most 
distinguished predecessors must have had to commence their study 
of English law after their arrival at Calcutta. 





By rue 24th of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1886, the duty 
of carrying in lodgment and payment schedules of chancery orders 
to the paymaster is taken away from solicitors and put upon the 
registrars, who will transmit them direct to the paymaster; and 
rule 25 gives the paymaster authority to give effect to the several 
operations directed in the schedules. It is impossible to say how 
far the paymaster will refrain from acting upon schedules until he 
is set in motion by the solicitor, but he will be very liable to go 
wrong if he takes upon himself toact without first studying the whole 
of the directions and ascertaining for himself what may be the pos- 
sible results of his so doing. For instance, if he finds a direction 
to sell a large sum of Consols, and out of the proceeds to pay costs 
when taxed, he may fall into the error of selling the stock at once, 
and so throwing away a dividend which would have been earned 
between that time and the completion of the taxation. Solici- 
tors were always able to keep back their schedules, and to carry 
them in when the operations directed were required to be per- 
formed, but in future they will never know whether the paymaster 
has been giving effect to the schedule, and must go and inquire 
from time to time. It is undeniable that the power to keep back a 
schedule might have been used for an improper purpose, but if 
such a case ever occurred it only affected the particular case, and 
we are inclined to believe that this new rule will be the cause of 
| much confusion and trouble in numerous cases, and will by no 
means expedite business, as presumably it is intended to do. 








Wuen tue action of Bradlaugh v. Newdegate (31 W. R. 792, L. R- 

11 Q. B. D. 1) was decided by the present Lord Chief Justice of 
England, there appeared to be some doubt in the profession as to the 

| existence of a common law right of civil action for maintenance, as dis- 
| tinguished from the admission of the plea of maintenance as a defence 
‘to an action of contract, and there was some regret that the case 
was not carried to the Court of Appeal; but, in the recent case 
of Harris v. Brisco (34 W. R. 729), the question of the right to 
bring such an action has been established by the considered judgment 
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of the Court of Appeal, wherein Lord Justice Fry treated the ques- 
tion as settled by ‘“‘a whole chain of authority,” from the dictum of 
Lord Coxe to the recent decision of Lord Cotzrmer. Upon the 
same appeal, however, another important point was decided in 
favour of the defendant—namely, that it is a good defence that the 
defendant, in maintaining the former action, had acted from 
“ charity.” Wats, J., had ruled at the trial that charity was not 
a good defence if the defendant had acted without reasonable 
inquiry, even though he was not actuated by malice, and it was 


urged in support of his judgment that the plea of charity was, 


applicable only when oppression had been proved. The Lords 
Justices have, however, now taken a liberal view of the matter, 
and have held that the old authorities recognise the propriety of 
giving money to a poor man to support his suit, and of a master 
maintaining his servant in an action against a stranger, and Fry, 
L.J., pointed out that there is no trace of any limitation upon the 
rule that charity is a good defence. From this it followed that it 
was enough for the party maintaining another to have a bond fide 
belief that the latter has some claim against his opponent, and that 
Wns, J., was wrong in requiring proof of reasonable grounds for 
holding such belief. The decision upon the latter question does 
not, of course, touch the case of Bradlaugh v. Newdegate, but it 
establishes the point that there may be circumstances under which 
the law recognises maintenance as justifiable and legal. 





Ay rrortaNt question of evidence was recently raised at Cal- 
cutta under the Indian Evidence Act, the 32nd section of which 
describes verbal or written statements of a deceased person as being 
“ relevant facts”’ in the following case (among others)—‘‘ when 
the statement relates to the existence of any relationship by blood, 
marriage, or adoption, between persons as to whose relationship the 
person making the statement had means of special knowledge ; and 
when the statement was made before the question in dispute was 
raised.” One of the Jilustrations appended to the section puts the 
following case :—‘‘ The question is, what was the date of the birth 
of A.? A letter from A.’s deceased father to a friend, announcing 
the birth of A., is a relevant fact.” In asuit on a promissory note 
the defendant pleaded infancy, anda witness was called on his 
behalf, who deposed that he had received from the deceased father 
of the defendant a statement as to the age of the latter. In sup- 
port of the admissibility of a question as to what the father said, 
reliance was placed upon the portion of the section and upon the 
Illustration to which we have already referred; but Mr. Justice 
Treverray, before whom the suit was heard, refused to allow the 
question to be put, since the statement could be relevant only in 
a case of pedigree; and ‘‘the rule which admits hearsay evidence 
in pedigree eases is confined to the proof of the pedigree, and does 
not apply to proof of the facts which constitute a pedigree, such 
as birth, death, and marriage, when they have to be proved for 
other purposes.” The learned judge referred to the recent English 
case of Haines v. Guthrie (33 W. BR. 99, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 818), 
which was precisely in point. That was also the case of a plea of 
infancy, set up in an action for goods sold and delivered, and an 
affidavit made in 4 chancery suit by the defendant’s deceased father 
was tendered as evidence of the defendant’s age; but the Queen’s 
Bench Division and the Court of Appeal held that no question of 
pedigree was involved, and that the defendant’s age could not be 
proved by hearsay evidence. 


We xerozt elsewhere a case of Le Vernon, Ewens, & Co. (a 
portion of the mass of litigation occasioned by the Psnxrn frauds), 
which seems to us to give rise to some very serious considerations. 
The facts, so far as they concern our present purpose, were these. 
Hervey employed the Pauxezs to invest £11,000 for him. 
Pauxvxs invested this sum, together with other sums, on mortgage 
A some engineering works belonging to a firm, and of some 

licies of assurance, the mortgage being taken in Panxens’ names. 

bsequently the mortgagor firm was converted into a limited 
a a who bought some property which was added to the 
works. A new mortgage over the whole property was given to 
Psxares in substitution for the former security, and ultimately 
Paxaens accepted shares in the company in satisfaction of the 
mortgage debt, and re-conveyed the mortgaged property to the 





company. It seems to have been admitted that the company had 
no notice that part of the mortgage-money was held on trust, 
The action was brought by Henrvey’s representatives to obtain 
declaration that Hrervey’s estate was entitled to a charge as con. 
tributory mortgagee for £11,000 on the property of the company, 
The Court of Appeal treated Parkers as trustees for Hervey of 
the original mortgage to the extent of the £11,000, and held that 
Hervey was entitled to the benefit of the further security afforded 
by the substituted mortgage. So far, of course, the rights were 
clear; but the court held, further, that Hervey’s representatives 
had a better equity than the company, who were purchasers for 
value without notice from Parxenrs, the trustees of the mortgage, 
that there was no negligence on the part of Hervey or his 
representative, and that no act had been done by either of them 
which enabled the fraud to be committed, and there was there- 
fore nothing to defeat their equity. They had simply allowed 
their mortgage deeds to remain in the hands of their solicitors, and 
‘‘it would be wrong to postpone the claim of Hervey’s reptesen- 
tative on the ground that solicitors were trusted whom there was 
no reason to distrust. A cestui que trust was entitled to trust his 
trustee.” Now let us see what was the extent of the ‘‘trust”’ which 
was reposed in Parkers. The £11,000 was placed in their hands 
for investment before 1879, and the first mortgage was executed in 
that year. Hervey died in July in that year, and in the residuary 
account of his estate, prepared by Parxers, the £11,000 was stated 
to be “secured on the land and works of the company.” It does 
not appear from the report that Hervey’s representative was 
informed that the mortgage was a contributory one, or that it was 
taken in the name of Parkers. If the representative did not know 
this, how could the case be one of “‘ a cestui que trust trusting a 
trustee’’?? It would rather be a case of a personal representative 
making no inquiry, during five years or so, after the deeds connected 
with a security in which, as the representative must have known, 
part of the estate was invested. It seems, from the conclusion of 
Lord Justice Corron’s judgment, that ‘‘the client had not made 
inquiry as to how the solicitors were performing their duty.” If 
the facts are as above supposed, we can only say that the decision 
is a surprising one; but there must have been facts, not disclosed 
in the report, which led the court to believe that the representative 
was aware that the mortgage was a contributory one, and that 
Parxers were trustees of it to the extent of £11,000. But the 
point to which we wish to call attention is this: How can any 
purchaser of property on which there exists a mortgage to a 
solicitor-mortgagee complete with perfect safety? He may obtain 
the concurrence in his conveyance of the mortgagee, and may have 
all the deeds handed over, and yet it may afterwards appear that a 
portion of the mortgage-money consisted of money which had been 
placed with the solicitor to invest for a client, and if the solicitor 
is one of those (happily extremely rare) practitioners who, while 
enjoying a high reputation for integrity, is in reality a rogue, 
the purchaser may have to repay the money lost by the fraud of 
the solicitor. 








SERVICE OF NOTICE FOR ATTACHMENT. 
I 


From the tender regard which the law entertains for the liberty 
of the subject, it might naturally be supposed that every step in 
the procedure to attach for contempt of court was of a definite and 
well-ascertained character. The jurisprudence of a country which 
glories in such bulwarks of freedom as Magna Charta and the 
Habeas Corpus Act must, one would think, have prescribed with 
the utmost nicety the minutest details of practice connected with 
imprisonment as a mode of execution. Yet we are much mistaken 
if there be not room, even in the present maturg state of our legal 
institutions, for the gravest doubt on several important points 
relating to this matter, and upon one of these points-—the proper 
service of a notice for writ of attachment—it may be worth while 
to offer some observations. 

R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14, 2, provides that no writ of attachment 
shall be issued without the leave of the court or a judge, to be 
applied for on notice to the party against whom the attachment is 
to be issued ; the question for consideration is, docs this rule require 








personal service or is service on the solicitor of the rd against 
whom the attachment is sought sufficient ? In the case of Browning ¥. 
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Sabin (L. R., 5 Ch. D. 511 (1875) ), the late Master of the Rolls held 
that service on the solicitor was sufficient, and his lordship, in the 
subsequent case of In re Ryan (28 W. R. 529 (1880) ) said, “ My 
reason for that decision was that service of orders upon the solicitors 
on the record was service throughout upon the party.” In Mann 
y. Perry (50 L.J. Ch, 251 (1881) ) on the other hand, Bacon, V.C., 
deliberately refused to follow the above decisions :—*‘‘ In the cases 
before the Master of the Rolls there must have been special circum- 
stances rendering it impossible to effect personal service. No such 
circumstances are proved here, and, in the absence of them, I must 
decline to make the order.” So far as the report goes, there 
certainly were no special circumstances rendering personal service 
impossible in Browning v. Sabin, and as to Inre Ryan the actual 
point decided was that service of a notice of motion to attach by 
leaving the same at defendant’s residence was, in the particular 
state of facts then existing, sufficient, although, as we have seen, the 
Master of the Rolls took occasion to explain the ground 
upon which his judgment in Browning v. Sabin proceeded. 
In this last-named case, as well as in Mann v. 
Perry, the notice was served on defendant’s solicitor 
without any evidence to shew that there was a reason for not 
effecting personal service; these two cases, therefore, notwith- 
standing the Vice-Chancellor’s courteous attempt to reconcile them, 
are in direct conflict, and we have to inquire which is the sounder 
in law. 

First, then, as to the positive Rules of Court. R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 19, 10, provides that every pleading or other document required 
to be delivered to a party, or between parties, shall be delivered in 
the manner now in use to the solicitor of every party who appears 
by a solicitor, or to the party if he does not appear by a solicitor ; 
but if no appearance has been entered for any party, then 
such pleading or document shall be delivered by being filed 
with the proper officer; and ord. 17, 2, provides that all 
writs, notices, pleadings, orders, summonses, warrants, and other 
documents, proceedings, and written communications in respect 
of which personal service is not requisite, shall sufficiently 
served if left, within the prescribed hours, at the address 
for service of the person to be served, as defined by 
orders 4 and 12, with any person resident at or belonging 
to such place. Amongst other provisions, order 4 provides that the 
eolicitor of a plaintiff suing by a solicitor shall, on the writ of 
summons, give an address for service where writs, notices, and 
other documents may be left for him; and order 12 provides that 
the solicitor of a defendant appearing by a solicitor shall, in th 
memorandum of appearance, give an address for service. The 
foregoing are the only rules of court which, in general, expressly 
deal with service on a party’s solicitor ; it is to them, therefore, we 
must first look to ascertain if personal service of notice to attach is 
necessary under the present procedure. Ord. 19, r. 10, says that 
every pleading or other document required to be delivered to a 
party shall be delivered in the manner now in use to the solicitor 
of every party who appears by a solicitor. This rule is a mere re- 
production of R. 8. C., 1875, ord. 19, r. 6; thus the old pracice of 
delivering pleadings and documents is preserved, and the correct 
interpretation of ord. 19, r. 10, must be determined by eference to 
the manner of delivering pleadings which was in use when the 
Judicature Acts and Rules of 1875 came into force. Again, 
ord. 67, r. 2, whilst it declares that service of writs, 
notices, &c., at the address for service shall be sufficient, 
adds the limitation: ‘in respect of which personal service 
is not requisite”; this also throws us back upon the old 
practice, for, failing any specific provision as to personal service in 
the Judicature Acts and Rules, the old procedure and practice 
remain in force (R. 8. C., 1883, Introductory Note; ord. 72, 2; 
R. 8. C., 1875, Introductory Note). Now there is no provision in 
the Acts or rules about the mode of serving a notice to attach other 
than that contained in ord. 44, r. 2, above quoted, and this rule merely 
says that the leave to issue a writ of attachment shall be applied 
for on notice to the py against whom the attachment is to be 
issued. By itself, and in its literal terms, this rule imports personal 


notice to the party affected; but, it is conceived, the rule must be 
read in memes with and subject to ord. 19, r. 10, and ord. 67, 
"2. Of these rules, the former speaks of delivery, the latter, of 
service of documents, and it may be that, upon the true con- 
a distinction should be recognized 


struction of the rules, 


could little tend to solve the difficulty with which we are dealing, 
for ord. 44, r. 2, affords no indication as to whether notice of 
attachment should in technical language be delivered or whether 
it should be served. Waiving this point there is this to be said of 
ord. 67, r. 2, that its wording—‘‘all notices in respect of which 
personal service is not requisite’—implies that there is at least 
some notice in respect of which personal service is necessary. 
Throughout the Rules of Court, however, there is no instance of a 
notice which is especially required to be served personally; and it 
follows that there must be some notice which has to be served 

ersonally, although there is no express provision to that effect. 
No doubt it would be possible to satisfy the implication of personal 
service contained in ord. 67, r. 2, by confining such service to 
notices expressly ordered by a eourt or judge, or required by some 
statute or contract to be served personally, but the more natural 
interpretation is to understand ord. 67, r. 2, ina wide sense so as 
to include notices prescribed by the Rules of Court themselves. 
So understood, Ord. 67, r. 2, furnishes, perhaps of itself, some 
slight ground for holding that service of a notice to attach must be 
personal, for it is difficult to see what other notice can be reason- 
ably required to be served personally if this is not. 








CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(IT.) SEARCHES FOR TERMINABLE CHARGES. 
Errect or TERMINABLE CHARGE on Power or Sater. 


Tue existence of a terminable rent-charge or annuity, or of a gross 
sum payable out of income by annual instalments charged on settled 
land, causes great difficulty when it is proposed to sell the land 
under a power ; for it will be observed that, whether the charge 
is commuted for a lump sum which is paid off out cf the purchase- 
money or the land is sold subject to the charge, the result is to 
benefit the tenant for life at the expense of the remainderman. 

An example will render this more clear. Suppose that land is 
settled subject to a jointure rent-charge of £1,000, and that the 
life of the jointress is worth ten years’ purchase. Then, in order 
to free the land from the jointure, it will be necessary to pay 
£10,000 out of the purchase-money to the jointress, or, if the land 
be sold subject to the jointure, to deduct £10,000, in practice 
something more, from the purchase-money. The result is that, 
after the sale, the tenant for life, instead of paying £1,000 a year, 
as he did before the sale, only loses the interest on £10,000, say 
‘£400 a year, being a difference of £600 a year a year in his favour, 
and, instead of the estate becoming free on the death of the 
jointress for the benefit of the person then entitled under the 
settlement, there is a loss of income in perpetuity of £400 a year. 

The Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 5.—In cases falling within the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881, the difficulty can be got over by paying 
£33,333, plus ten per cent—i.e., £36,666 in all—into court under 
section 5, but it must be observed that this remedy is not effectual 
in cases where only a small part of the property, the sole money 
of which is less than £36,666, is sold. 

Re-settlement subject to Jointure—Where a settlement is to 
be made subject to an existing jointure, which, of course, is 
not overridden by the power of sale, whether statutory or ex- 
press, conferred | the settlement, it is sometimes arranged that 
the jointress shall release her jointure and take a new rent- 
charge of the same amount under the settlement, a rent-charge 
which will be overridden by the new power of sale. But it 
should be remarked that this cannot be done without the consent 
of the jointress, consent which she cannot be advised to give if the 
property is heavily incumbered and her jointure is paramount to 
the incumbrances, as the effect of the release will be te give to the 
incumbrances priority over the jointure. 

The Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 5.—When the jointure is 
paramount to the settlement, so that it cannot be defeated by the 
power of sale, but only affects part of the settled land, it can, 
with the consent of the jointress, be charged on other part of the 
settled land in exoneration with that already charged with it for 
the purpose of enabling the sale to be made (see the Settled Land 
Act, 188%, 8. $.) 

Cases not falling within the dots.—In cases where neither the 
Conveyancing nor the Settled Land Act is ieable, the difficulty 





tween delivery and service. That distinction, 


however, 


of making a sale where a jointure paramount to the settlement is 
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smetimes insuperable, as the only course is to obtain a release of 
tae jointure, a release that the jointress is often unwilling to give 
o ving to the difficulty in providing security for its being paid after 
the sale. Of course, provision may be made in the resettlement 
for making a sale subject to the jointure, or on the terms of pro- 
viding for it out of the purchase-money. The form 2 Key & 
Elph. Comp. 619, which is adapted to charges under Acts relating 
to the drainage and improvement of land discussed in a latter part 
of this article, may be readily adapted to this purpose. 

Sale subject to Terminable Charges is a Breach of Trust.—It 
cannot be too clearly remembered that, as a sale by a person in a 
fiduciary position ought to be for the benefit of all parties inter- 
ested, whether as tenant for life or as remaindermen, it is a 
distinct breach of trust, where the property is subject to a 
terminable charge payable out of income, to make a sale under a 
power, either subject to the charge or on the terms of paying it 
off out of the purchase-money. This is of great importance at 
the present time, when a large quantity of agricultural land 
is subject to drainage or improvement rent-charges. We are 
inclined to think that the impossibility of making a sale under a 
power where the land is subject to charges of this nature has 
often, but to what extent we cannot say, been overlooked (see 
Dart Vend. & Purch. 455), and wherever this has been the case 
the title to the property is hopelessly bad. 

Capital Moneys under the Settled Land Act.—As drainage and 
improvement rent-charges were charged in respect of improve- 
ments of the same ora similar nature as those in which capital 
money may be expended under the Settled Land Act, s. 25, and 
as the improvements in respect of which the charges were created 
have, as a general rule, been made with the sanction of the Lands 
Commissioners for England, or made by some public body, the 
Commissioners of Sewers for instance, it might be thought that 
they might be paid off out of capital moneys arising under the 
Settled Land Act, but this is not the case: Re Knatchbull’s 
Settled Estate (L. R. 27 Ch. D. 349). 


Srarcues ror TerMInasLteE CuHarces tNDER Pustiic Acts. 


We now proceed to give a list of the searches which may 
occasionally have to be made for terminable charges created by 
statute. It is the usual practice not to make these searches, but 
to rest satisfied with the statement of the vendor’s solicitor that no 
such charge exists. Having regard, however, to the serious effect, 
above pointed out, that the existence of such a charge produces 
on a sale under a power, it appears desirable, whenever there is 
the slightest probability of a charge of this nature having been 
made—as, for instance, where the present or any past owner of 
the property is known as an “improving” landlord, and the 
property is or has been in settlement—to continue the searches 
backwards against every owner mentioned in the abstract who has 
been in possession since the Act under which the charge could have 
been created was passed. 

We cannot resist pointing out that, owing to the large number 
of offices that have to be searched, the expense of a complete 
search is, in the case of small purchases, prohibitory, and that it is 
well worth the consideration of the Legislature whether all charges 
of the nature under discussion which are capable of registration 
might not with advantage to the public be entered in one registry, 
with provision for an official search. 

The following searches may occasionally be required :— 

(1) The Sewers Amendment Act.—In the rolls or books of a 
Court of Sewers for charges under the Sewers Amendment Act 
(3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 22), 8.41. Charges under the Act are payable 
by instalments extending over a period not exceeding fourteen 
years. 

(2) The Land Drainage Act, 1861.—In the books of a Drainage 
Board for charges under the Land Drainage Act, 1861 (24 & 25 
Vict. c. 133), s. 67, which are payable by instalments extending 
over a period not exceeding fourteen years. 

(3) Lhe Public Money Drainage Acts.—For rent-charges under 
the Public Money Drainage Acts (9 & 10 Vict. c. 101 (see 
section 34); 10 & 11 Vict. c, 11; 11 & 12 Vict. ¢ 119; 
14 & 14 Vict. c. 31; 19 & 20 Vict. c. 9; and parts of 12 & 13 
Viet. c. 100). Charges of this nature last for twenty-two years 
(9 & 10 Vict. c. 101, «. 34); they muy be redeemed by the 
tandowner (9 & 10 Vict. c. 101, 8. 45); and, on redemption, 
may be kept on foot for his benefit (12 & 13 Vict. c. 100, s. 30); 
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and part of the land may be freed from the charge (19 & 20 Vict, 
c. 9,8. 8). A register of these charges, under the name of the 
landowner to whom the advance was made, is kept at the office of 
the Land Commissioners, 3, St. James’s-square; but the books of 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, substituted for the Com. 
missioners of Stamps and Taxes by 12 & 13 Vict. c. 1 and 19 & 20 
Vict. c. 9, s. 10, do not, as might be expected, shew whether a 
particular piece of land is or was subject to a drainage rent-charge, 

~(4) The Private Money Drainage Act, 1849.—In the register 
kept by the Land Commissioners for rent-charges under the 
Private Money Drainage Act, 1849 (12 & 13 Vict. ¢. 100), 
This register is kept in the name of the landowner to whom the 
advance was made. Where the land is in a register county the 
county register only need be searched: section 14. As this 
Act was repealed by the Improvement of Land Act, 1864 (27 & 
28 Vict. c. 114, s. 1), as from the 29th of July, 1864, except 
as to pending matters, and the rents charged by the Act terminated 
in twenty-two years (see 12 & 13 Vict. c. 100, ss. 9, 10), very few 
such rent-charges can be in existence. Charges of this nature can 
be apportioned (12 & 13 Vict. c. 100, s. 12), but no apportioned 
rent-charge can be less than £1. 

(5) Zhe Improvement of Land Act, 1864.— At the Land 
Registry Office for memorials of charges under the Improve- 
ment of Land Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. 114) (see sec. 
tion 56). The improvements authorized by this Act are ex. 
tended by the Limited Owners Residences Act, 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 56), as amended by 34 & 35 Vict. c. 84, the Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8. 31, the Limited Owners 
Reservoirs and Water Supply Further Facilities Act, 1877 (40 & 
41 Vict. c. 31), s. 5, the Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 
c. 38), s. 30. The principal Act is incorporated for certain 
purposes in the Towns Drainage and Sewage Utilization Act, 1867 
(30 & 31 Viet. c. clxxiii.), local and personal, s. 7. There are no 
indices to these memorials, which are entered in a small register, 
the whole of which can be searched in a few minutes. Charges 
under the Act are created by way of rent-charge (see 27 & 28 
Vict. c. 114, s. 51), which cannot last for more than twenty-five 
years (section 26). The charges can be apportioned, and part of 
the land can be released therefrom (section 68) by registered order 
of the Land Commissioners (section 69). As to the construction 
of 33 & 34 Vict. c. 56 see Re Dunn (W. N., 1877, p. 39); as to 
the ‘procedure under the Acts see 2 Seton, 4th ed., p. 1267. 
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ROSS v. THE ARMY AND NAVY HOTEL CO.—C. A. No. 2, 11th 
August. 
Birt or Sate— Reoisrration — Company — Desenturss — ‘‘ Coverin@ 
Derp’’—Bu111s or Saue Act, 1882, s. 17. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kay, J. (ante, p. 639). The 
question was whether a trust deed or ‘‘ covering deed’’ for the security 
of the debenture-holders of a company required registration as a bill of 
sale, or whether it came within section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act of 
1882, which provides that ‘‘nothing in this Act shall apply to any 
debentures issued by any mortgage, loan, or other incorporated company, 
and secured upon the capital, stock, or goods, chattels, and effects of 
such company. The action was brought —- the company by de- 
benture-holders for the purpose of realizing their securities. The security 
was effected in the first instance by giving to each person who lent money 
to the company a debenture, which was in form an agreement, under the 
seal of the company, to pay the bearer, on the 31st of December, 1888, 
the sum of £100, and also interest at seven per cent. per annum in the 
meantime, and each debenture contained these words :—‘‘ This debenture 
bond is issued upon and subject to the conditions indorsed thereon.” 
The fifth of those conditions was as follows:—‘‘The holders of the 
debenture bonds of this issue are entitled, pari gassu, to the benefit of 
an indenture dated the 24th of November, 1883, and made between the 
pr gg of the one part, and Donald Alexander MacBean Ross and 
James Boardman, of the other part, whereby, subject to a sum 0 
£75,000 and interest secured on mortgage (copies of which securities may 
be seen at the offices of the company’s solicitors), the freehold buildings 
remises of the company and all the machinery, fittings, fixtures, 
and furniture of the company in and about the said premises, and any of 
the machinery, fittings, fixtures, and furniture that may be substitu 
therefor during the continuance of the security effected by the late said 
indenture, are expressed to be vested in trustees to secure the payne of 
all moneys payable on such debenture bonds.” The deed of the 24th of 
November, 1883, purported to be a conveyance and assignment of the 
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itaments, fixtures, and chattels in words rather larger than those 
ayn the conditions, the future chattels being not only those substituted 
for existing chattels, but also any brought upon the premises in addition 
thereto. The assignment was to trustees upon trust to enter and take 
possession and sell in case of default, and, out of the proceeds, to pay off 
the mortgage and debenture debts, and to pay the surplus, if any, to the 
. This deed was not registered under the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. 


On. Pre 17th of June, 1884, the directors issued a circular to the deben- 


ture-holders stating that there had recently been a decisiun of a judge of |. 


the High Court which seemed to imply that the trust deed for debenture- 
holders should have been registered under the Bills of Sale Act, and that, 
feeling it their duty to |e nnend the interests of the debenture-holders, 
they had caused a new debenture, framed to meet that decision, to be 
sealed in favour of each present holder of debentures in a form annexed, 
which might be received by the debenture-holder at any time. This new 
form of debenture purported, on the face of it, to charge in favour of the 
holder or bearer the amount due on the debenture upon the company’s 
undertaking and all its property, both real and personal, present and 
future, and it was stated to be supplemental to the original bond of the 
holder to whom it was given. On the 17th of December, 1885, a petition 
was presented to wind up the company; on the 5th of March, 1886, a 
winding-up order was made; and on the 10th of May a liquidator was 
appomted. The plaintiffs and the trustees of the debenture deed and 
certain of the debenture-holders applied by motion in the action that the 
receiver and manager who had been appointed in the action of all the 
property and assets comprised in the deed of the 24th of November, 
1883, might be appointed receiver of all additional property comprised 
in the supplemental debentures. The liquidator, on the other hand, 
moved that the receiver and manager might be ordered to deliver over to 
him all chattels comprised in the deed of the 24th of November, 1883. 
Kay, J., held that, assuming the deed of November, 1883, to be void for 
want of registration or for any other reason, the intention to give the 
debenture-holders a valid charge upon the property comprised in the 
deed was manifest on the face of the debentures. The debentures 
were equivalent to a contract in equity to charge the money lent 
upon the chattels comprised in the deed, and were exempted from 
the operation of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, by section 17. His 
lordship accordingly made a declaration that all the chattels in- 
tended to be charged with the money due on the original deben- 
tures were subject to an equitable charge in favour of the holders 
of the debentures. The Court of Appeal (Corroy, Lixpiey, and Lores, 
L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. They held that, having regard to the 5th 
condition of the debentures, there was a contract on the part of the 
company to give the debenture-holders a charge upon alf the property of 
the company, and that a charge was thereby constituted, and that the 
debentures came within section 17 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. Their 
lordships declined to express any opinion as to what would be the effect 
of section 17 on debentures sec on a specific part of the property of 
the company. 

There was a cross-appeal by a holder of one of the eye ae 
debentures, who had advanced his money after the issue of the original 
debentures, claiming, cn behalf of the holders of the ro 
debentures, to be entitled to the additional property compri in those 
debentures. The Court held that the supplemental debentures were 
issued to give a better security to the holders of the original debentures, 
and not for the purpose of giving them a charge on additional property.— 
CounseL, Hastings, Q.C., and Maidlow; Kekewich, @.'., and Phipson 
Beale. Soutcrrors, Ford, Lloyd, § Co. ; Travers Smith § Braithwaite. 


EMMERSON v. IND—C. A. No. 2, 10th August. 
Arprat—Sray or Procerprncs—OrDER For Discovery or Documents. 


This was an application by the defendants for a stay of the proceedings 
under an order for the discovery of documents made by the Court of 
Appeal (ante, p. 654), pending an appeal to the House of Lords, on the 
ground that, when once the documents had been shewn, the appeal would 
be useless. Corron, L.J., said that he should himself have ed to order 
the defendants to give a list of the documents, but the other members of 
the court thought that such an order would deprive the defendants of 
what they songs to get by their appeal to the House of Lords. An order 
would, therefore, be made for a stay of execution, on the ground that 
otherwise the appeal would be useless; but the documents must be 
Gapostted, in the central office till after the appeal had been heard. The 
defendants must give an undertaking to prosecute the appeal and to 
present it within a week. The deeds must be deposited on oath by to- 
morrow. The defendants would have access to them, but would not be at 

berty to remove them from the custody of the court. Linpiey and 
Lorzs, L.JJ., concurred, on the ground that, without a stay of execution, 
the defendants’ right of appeal to the House of Lords would practical! 
be lost.—CounsrL, Macnaghten, Q.C., and Haldane ; Whitehorne, Q.C., an 
Edward Ford. Sorscrrons, Haynes § Clifton; J. W. Sykes. 


Re VERNON, EWENS, & CO.—O. A. No. 2, 6th August. 
Truster ann Crsrur aus Trust—Taust Monzy Investap on Con- 

TRIBUTORY Mortraacr—ConvrYAnce oF Mortreacrp Estats ny Trustee 

—Purcuaser ror VaLve wirnovr Notice—Rrout or Orstur que Trust 

Acainst Estarr—Prionitry—FRravp—NBGLicEncr, 

This was an appeal from a decision of Bacon, V.O. (34 W. R. 606, L. R. 
82Ch. D. 165), the question being as to the rights of a cestwi que trust 
sgainst real estate in tho hands of a purchaser from the trustee. Mrs, 
Parrat, as the administratrix of W. L. Hervey, who died in July, 1879, 





claimed a declaration that she was entitled to a charge, as contributory 
mortgagee, for £11,000 upon the property of Vernon, Ewens, & Co, a 
limited company which was being wound up. In 1877 Messrs. Vernon & 
Ewens, then a private firm, mo to Messrs. Parker an acre of free- 
hold land and their worke for £1,500. On August 1, 1879, Parkers 
advanced £20,000 on a mortgage of the works and a policy of assurance, 
and subsequently advanced a further sum of £35,000 on the property and 
other assurance policies. These amounts consisted in part of a sum of 
£11,000 belonging to Hervey, which had been left by him in the hands of 
Parkers for investment. This was acknowl an entry in the books 
of Parkers. Hervey died on July 9, 1879, and in the residuary account 
of his estate, prepared by Parkers, was included the item of £11,000, which 
was stated to be secured on the land and works of the company. In 1882 
Vernon, Ewens, & Co. sold their business to one Davis, with whom they 
subsequently entered into partnership under the style of Vernon, Ewens, 
& Co., and in October, 1882, the firm was converted into a limited com- 
pany, who bought three additional acres of land which had been added to 
the works. In the meantime—viz., on October 12, 1882—a mortgage had 
been given to Parkers for £50,000 on the three acres in place of the 
previous mortgages. There were some other charges for £750 and £8,000 
in favour of a bank, which had priority over the charge for £50,000. In 
July, 1883, Parkers to accept £50,000 in shares of the company in 
satisfaction of their debt, and in December, 1883, they conveyed the 
mortgaged Property to the company in consideration of those shares. 
Bacon, V.C., allowed the claim of the administratrix. The Court of 
Appeal (Corron, Lixpiey, and Lopgrs, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Corren, L.J., said that, having regard to the conduct of the Parkers, to 
the purpose for which they received the £11,000, to the entry in their books, 
and to the residuary account prepared by them, they must be treated as 
trustees for Hervey’s representative of the £50,000 mortgage to the 
extent of the £11,000. They had no right to give up the mortgage on 
the one acre to the detriment of their client, but, although they could not 
bind their client by so doing, the client had a right to have the benefit of 
the fresh security which the Parkers had taken on the three acres. The 
client had a right to follow the security which the Parkers had got. But 
it was contended that the company had a better equity by reason of the 
conduct or neglect of Hervey’s representative. In all the cases relied on, 
however, some act which enabled the fraud to be committed had been 
done by the person whose equity was held to be defeated. Those eases 
differed from that of 2 person allowing his deeds to remain in his solicitor’s 
hands, where the solicitor had a duty to perform for his client. The 
Parker’s, having Hervey’s money to invest, had so acted as to constitute 
themselves trustees for him. There had been nothing to excite suspicion, 
and it would be wrong to postpone the claim of Hervey’s representative 
on the ground that solicitors were trusted whom there was no reason to 
distrust. A cestui que trust was entitled to place confidence in his trustee, 
and there was nothing in the present case to postpone the claim because 
the client had not made inquiry as to how the solicitors were performing 
their duty. Lixp.ey, L.J., said that, on the evidence, he could come to no 
other conclusion than that the Parkers were trustees of the £50,000 
mortgage to the extent of their client’s £11,000. As to the other point, 
it was n for the company to shew that the claimant had, by 
negligence, or want of care or of prudence, so misled the company that - 
she had lost her prior equity. It could not be said that the one had 
trusted the Parkers more than the other. Could it be said that a cestui que 
trust, by not looking after his securities which were in his trustee’s hands, 
had neglected that which a prudent would have done? Hervey 
and his representative had done no act, they had left the Parkers to carry 
out their wishes, and his lordship could see no want of prudence on their 
part, and no better équity on the part of the company. Lorkzs, L.J., 
concurred.—Covunsex, Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., Millar, Q.C., and Bramiey ; 
Hemming, Q.C., and Stock ; Maidlow; Whinney. Sourcrrors, Francis ¢ 
Johnsen ; Dixon, Ward, § Co; Church, Rendell, ¢ Treherne. 


LORD DYNEVOR v. TENNANT—C. A. No. 2, 11th August. 


Easement—GRaANT—EXTINGUISHMENT—MERGER—LFask ny Co-OwnErs— 
Reservation or Ricuts—Partiti0n oF Reverston—OCoNveyance BY ONE 
REVERSIONER TO LESSEE. 

This was an appeal from the decision of Pearson, J. (ante, p. 355, 34 
W. R. 737, L. R. 32 Ch, D. 375). The question was as to the of a 
partition made by the co-owners of the reversion in land, which was 
subject to a lease, and the subsequent conveyance by one of 
reversioners of his interest in severalty under the partition to the lessee, 
upon a right which had been by the lease, In 1820 the Neath 
Abbey Estate was vested in three co-owners in undivided thirds. The 
then Lord Dynevor was the owner in fee of one-third, H. C. 
the owner in fee of another third, and the remaining third was vested in 
the trustees of a settlement, under which e 
for life of a moiety of that third, and 
the ee ‘ The tenants for 
June, 1820, ynevor, Compton, 
of a strip of land, part of the estate, for a term of 
Tennant for the purpose of 
—— that n 


any pes pe oh gree head or across the sam 

or injure the canal or the na’ thereof. 

and it became ultimately in the defendant. In 1838 the 
owners of the Neath Abbey Estate—vis., the then Lord Dynevor, Compton, 
and the trustees of the settlement—made a partition of the estate, certain 
lands being allotted to each of them severally in fee. The land allotted 
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to Compton included a part of the canal, with an apportioned part of the 
rent, and some land which did not adjoin the canal. That part of the 
canal which was allotted to Compton abutted on one side entirely on land 
which was allotted to Lord Dynevor, and abutted on the other side partly 
on land which was allotted to Lord Dynevor and partly on land 
which was allotted to the trustees of the settlement.. In 1839 
Compton conveyed in fee to the then lessee of the canal that 
part of the canal which had been allotted to him, and also some 
other parts of the lands which had been allotted to him. The plaintiff was 
tenant for life of all the lands allotted on the partition otherthan those which 
were allotted to Compton. The question was whether the partition and the 
subsequent conveyance by Compton to the lessee had destroyed the right 
reserve 1 by the proviso in the lease of 1820. The plaintiff claimed a 
right tc build a bridge over that part of the canal which had been 
allutted, on the partition, toCompton, the plaintiff being owner of the 
la d on both sides of that part of the canal. The action was brought 
t< restrain the defendant from interfering with the building of the bridge 
syd to obtain a declaration of the plaintiff’s right. Pearson, J., held 
that, under the partition, Compton became the absolute owner of the re- 
version in fee of that part of the canal which was allotted to him, in- 
cluding the right to put an end to the lease und everythixg contained in 
it, and that there was no equity as between him and the other co-owners 
to prevent his exercise of that right. His lordship, therefore, dis- 
missed the action. The Court of Appeal (Cotroy, Lixptey, and Lopes, 
L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. They held that, on the true construction of 
the lease of 1820, the right reserved by the proviso was a regrant to the 
lessors as owners of the reversion of the demised land, and not to them 
as owners of the land intersected by the proposed canal, and that when, by 
the conveyance to the lessee, the term became merged in the reversion, the 
rights of the lessors as to the land comprised in that conveyance were 
thereupon extinguished.—Covnsz1, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and £, Bray: 
Cookson, Q.C., and E. Beaumont. Soxrtcrrors, Warrens ; Finch, Jennings, § 
Finch. 





Re JONES—C. A. No. 2, 9th August. 


APPOINTMENT OF New Trestee—Vestinc Orper—Re-APPOINTMENT OF 
TRUSTRE ALREADY APPOINTED—LUNATIC TRUSTEE SEISED JOINTLY WITH 
OTHERS—APPOINTMENT OF PeERsoN TO Convey INTEREST or Lunatic— 
Tavusrez Act, 1850, ss. 3, 5. 


This was a petition for the appointment of a new trustee of a will and a 
vesting order. There were three trustees originally ; one of them had died. 
The others were A. and J. J. was of unsound mind, though not so 
found. In July, 1886, A., under a power in the will, appointed O. to be 
a trustee in the place of J. and the deceased trustee, the deed of appoint- 
ment containing a declaration, under section 34 of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, vesting the trust estate in A. and O. Section 34, however, not 
applying to mortgaged estates or to stock, and the trust estate consisting 
in part of a mortgage of real estate and a sum of New Three per Cents., the 
petition asked tu.at O. might be appointed a trustee of the will, and that 
the mortgaged estate and the right to transfer the stock might vest in A. 
and 0. The Court of Appeal having held in Re Vicat (ante, p. 536) that a 
trustee already validly appointed cannot be re-appointed, the petitionsr’s 
counsel asked for the appointment of someone to convey the interest of 
the lunatic. A doubt had been recently expressed by the court in 
another case whether section 3 of the Trustee Act, 1850, applies to the 
case of a lunatic seised of lands jointly with other persons, or whether it 
is not limited to the case of a trustee seised solely. The Court (Corron, 
Lrxprey, and Lores, L JJ.), however, having regard to section 1 of the 
Act, which defines ‘‘lands’’ as including ‘‘ hereditaments of every tenure 
or description, whatever may be the estate or interest therein,’ held that 
there was no foundation for the doubt, but that section 3 applied to a lunatic 
jointly seised, and they made the order asked for.—Tounse., Dunning. 
Soricitors, Merediths, Roberts, & Mills. 


Re A MARRIAGE SETTLEMENT—C. A. No. 2, 12th August. 


Mazeren Woman —Seranate Estate — Removat or Restraint on 
Astictpatios — Coxveyancine Act, 1831, s, 39—ArripaviT sworn 
werore Soricrrox oy Panty—Leave To Re-swean—Onrp. 38, nx. 14, 16. 


This was an a by a wife, under section 39 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, to enable a mortgage to be made of her life interest under a 
settlement which was subject to a restraint upon anticipation. Section 39 
provides that, ‘“ notwithstanding that a manied woman is restrained from 
anticipation, the court may, if it thinks fit, where it appears to the court 
to be for her benefit, by judgment or order, with her consent, bind her 
intereet in any property.” The husband had expended a considerable 
sum of money in repairing some houses which were settled on the wife, in 
consequence of which he was in a state of pecuniary embarrassment, an 
it was feared that execution would be levied on the furniture of the 


house m which the husband and wife lived, some of which furniture was | 


the separate property of the wife. It was desired to raise £1,000 by means 
ofa mortgage of the wife’s life interest, which she was restrained from 
anticipating. Bacon, V.C., had refused the application. The Court of 
Appeal (Cortox, Lixpey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) granted the application on 
the condition that the wife’s life interest was only to be a collateral 
security for the loan, and that the husband was to be primarily liable for 
both principal and interest, and also for the premiums of a policy of 
insurance on the life of the wife. Their Loxpsuivs said that this 
power ought not to be exercised in a case in which it was desired 
to raise money to py debts caused by extravagance on the part 
of the husband and wife, nor for the benefit of the husband, nor 





even for an indirect benefit to the wife by means of a benefit to the 
husband ; but they thought that the present case was a proper one for 
the exercise of the power. One of the affidavits tendered in support of 
the application had, by a mistake, been sworn before the applicant’s own 
solicitor, and was, therefore, by rule 16 of order 38, insufficient. The court 
allowed the affidavit to be used upon the undertaking of the applicant 
that it should be re-sworn and filed.—Counset, Leeke ; Cann. Soxrcrrors, 
W. Briggs, Derby ; Frith Needham. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Re BOLANACHI’S CHOCOLATE CO.—North, J., 11th August. 
Company—WINDING Up—SvuPERVISION ORDER. 


This was a petition for continuing the voluntary windiug up of the 
company under the supervision of the court. The petitioner was the 
vendor to the company of the business which it was formed to carry on. He 
sold his patents and business to the company for £100,000 in fully paid. 
up shares. No other shares were issued, and he still held 75,000 of the 
shares. He was also a creditor fora small amount in respect of salary, 
and he held a debenture for £100. The company had issued debentures 
to the extent of £10,700. The debenture-holders had a charge on the 
whole of the company’s assets, and it was said that nothiug would be left 
for the other creditors, whose debts, however, were of small amount. An 
action had been brought in another branch of the court by a debenture- 
holder to realize the security of the debenture-holders, and a receiver had 
been appointed who was also acting as liquidator. The petition was 
opposed by debenture-holders who also held 21,000 of the 25,000 shares 
not held by the petitioner, on the ground that the whole of the assets 
belonged to the debenture-holders; that the assets were about to be 
realized in a debenture-holder’s action, and that there was, therefore, 
nothing to wind up. Norru, J., made a supervision order. He thought 
that the order might be of some use in preventing actions being brought 
against the company, and facilitating any project for an arrangement or 
reconstruction. The liquidator was acting without salary, and he did not 
think that the cost of the winding up could be much increased by the 
order. Inseveral cases, both of the winding up of companies and the ad- 
ministration of the estates of deceased persons, he had recently found that 
the assets were entirely eaten up by the costs of liquidation, and in some 
cases they were not sufficient to provide for those costs. But in the pre- 
sent case, looking at the fact that the debenture-holders had an over- 
riding charge and would not be injured, he should make the order.— 
CounseEL, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Latham ; Everitt, Q.C., and Waller 
Agnew ; Cookson, Q.C., and Seward Brice. Soxtcrrors, Hicks § Thomas; 
Wilkins, Blyth, § Dutton; Slade § Munk. 





Re PRINCE BATTHYANY-STRATTMAN (DECEASED); BATTHY- 
ANY-STRATTMAN v. WALFORD. 


| ApMinistratTIon Action—Dimaripations To Foreton Reatty—AvstTRIAN 
| anD Huncartan Law—Action 1n Enouisu Court. 


| On the 12th of August North, J., delivered judgment in the above 
| action, which was brought by Prince Edmund Batthyany-Strattman as a 

creditor claiming to have the real and personal estate of the late Prince 

Batthyany administered. The defendants were Annie Smith, the proving 
| executrix and chief beneficiary, and the trustees of the late Prince’s will. The 
| testator was, at the time of his death, and had been for some time previously, 

entitled, as usufructuary or tenant for life, to extensive settled estates 
situated in Austria, Hungary, and Croatia, which, by his death, devolved on 
| the plaintiff. The plaintiff alleged that the testator’s estate was indebted 

to him, as remainderman of the settled estates, to the amount of £40,000, 
| for deterioration in the nature of, or analogous to, waste or dilapidations 
' caused or permitted by the testator during his tenancy of the settled 

estates. ‘The plaintiff further alleged that the estate of the testator 
| was liable, both by the general and local laws of Austria, Hungary, and 

Croatia, as well as by the conditions and the contract on the part of the 
| testator, subject to and under which he accepted and enjoyed the said 
‘ settled estates during his life, to make good to the plaintiff all such 

deterioration. The plaintiff also claimed £5,216 as the apportioned part, 
| up to the death of the late Prince, of rents re by the lessees of the 
| various estates, such rents being, by the law of Austro-Hungary, payable 
in advance. A further claim was for sums in respect of coupons on bonds 
| issued to the late Prince in 1848 as compensation for land, originally part 
| of the settled estates, and which had been allotted to peasants. The 
| bonds had been drawn though not paid. The coupons paid subsequently 
| to the drawing were, Se law, to be taken in reduction of the principal due, 
| and the late Prince had allowed these sums to become mixed with his own 
| property. Proceedings were pending in Austria respecting these claims, 





d | but, as the executrix proposed to distribute the assets in England, a0 


injunction was asked to restrain her from dealing “with them. The 
| defence set up was that the late Prince was a naturalized Englishman 
and domiciled here at his death (this was admitted in the course of 
the action) ; that the claim for dilapidations to foreign realty could not be 
made the ground of an action here ; and that, if they could, the executrix 
was entitled to set off the value of ‘‘amelioraticns”’ to the settled estates 
effected by the Prince in his lifetime. On the plaintiff’s behalf it was 
urged that such claims were maintainable in an English court, while 
defendants’ counsel urged that, for questions relating to foreign 
realty, this claim being merely in respect of tort to foreign 
realty, the court of the country rei site was the proper 
forum, and that, even if the claim were admissible here, 

could only be claimed for voluntary waste committed within sx 
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months preceding the testator’s death. Nonru, J., in delivering judg- 
ment, said that the question as to what was the law of Hungary and 
Austria was one of fact, to be determined by the evidence of experts. Six 
eminent lawyers had been examined on each side with the usual result, 
that the experts turned out to be advocates, and exhibited the law of 
Austria and of Hungary as no more certain or ascertained than our own. 
After having heard their evidence he came to the conclusion that the tes- 
tator’s estate was liable for deteriorations to the settled estates, the law 
apparently being that the value of the corpus of a settled estate must be 
kept above a certain minimum by each successive tenant for life, and so 
pass undeteriorated from possessor to possessor. It was clear that, on the 
other hand, the executrix could set off ‘‘ ameliorations ’’ against the claim 
for dilapidations. He was of opinion that the claims could properly be 
made the subject of an action here, the obligation undertakea by each life 
tenant on entering into ion being, in fact, a contractualone. In 
the result, he should e an order for administration, directing certain 
inquiries as to the amount of the various claims, and the amount of the set- 
off, which would involve further litigation in the Austrian courts. This 
order would enable the executrix to rs for certain small legacies to 
persons who had been the servants and dependents of the late Prince. He 
would advise the parties, in view of the costliness of the litigation, to come 
to terms, otherwise the funds involved might be dissipated in legal 
expenses instead of being applied to more useful purposes. CovnsEL, 
Barber, Q.C., Ingle-Joyce, and G. T. Millar, for the plaintiff; Warmington, 
Q.C., and EZ. F. Buckley, for the trustees of the will; and Hemming, Q.C., 
Ince, Q.C., and Hadley, for Mrs. Smith. Soxtcrrors, Ashurst, Morris, 
Co.; Tyrell, Lewis, § Co. ; Walfords. 


Re COLYER, MILLIKIN v. SNELLING—Kay, J., 12th August. 


Wiu1—Assotute Interest—ConsuMABLE ARTICLES — WiInES—TRUsT TO 
Permit A. ‘‘ To ConsUME AS MUCH AS SHE CARES TO DO OF MY WINES 
DURING HER Natura Lirz ”’—Gutrr ovER OF REMAINDER. 


This was a summons taken out by the trustees to obtain a decision of 
the court upon the construction of the testator’s will. The testator, by 
his will, dated the 14th of October, 1885, after appointing executors and 
trustees and providing for the keeping in repair of his vault, gave to 
Mrs. Millikin a legacy of £50 for mourning habiliments, also his pony and 
chaise, poultry, and all consumable stores in his house, except wines, 
with respect to which ‘‘she may have as much as she requires for con- 
sumption in the house,’’ Then, after giving certain legacies, the testator 
gave to his trustees his residence known as Joyce Hall, and algo all his fur- 
niture, plate, linen, china, wines, and other goods, chattels, and effects 
therein at the time of his decease, in trust to permit Mrs. Millikin to use 
and occupy the said residence, furniture, plate, china, and other things, 
and ‘‘to consume as much as she cares to do of my wines during her 
natural life.’’ The testator then provided that, after the decease of Mrs. 
Millikin, any of the wines in his residence not consumed by Mrs. Millikin 
should be deemed to belong to the persons entitled or presumptively 
entitled to his residence as provided by his will. The testator’s wines 
were valued at about £1,000. The question was whether Mrs. Millikin 
was entitled to the whole of wines, including the right to sell them, and 
not merely the right of — as much as she liked of them during her 
life. On behalf of Mrs. Mackinnon it was contended, on the authority of 
Arthur v. Mackinnon (27 W. R. 704, 11 Ch. D. 385), and Breton v. Mockett 
(26 W. R. 850, 9 Ch. D. 95), that, as she might consume the whole of 
the wines, she was entitled to them absolutely. Kay, J., said that 
he had no doubt that there was a rule of law that it was impossible for a 
testator to give consumable articles to one person for life, and after his 
death to another. In such a case the first taker would have an absolute 
interest in the property. But here the testator had given to one person 
so much as she could consume during her life, and what was left at her 
death to another. There was no succession there and the rule was not 
infringed. Mrs. Millikin was, therefore, entitled to use as much as she 
liked of the wine during her life, and whether she could use the whole of 
it could only be proved by the result; but she was not entitled to sell any 
of it.—Counset, Fooks, Q.C., and Jason Smith ; Graham Hastings, Q.C., 
and Charles Browne. Soricrrons, Aldridge, Thorn, § Morris, for J. A. 
Silk, Gravesend ; Boyce ¢ Son, for C. C. Ridley, Dartford. 


KURTZ v. SPENCE—Chitty, J., 12th August. 


Parent—AcTion REstRAINING TaRreaTs—VauiviTy or. Patent—Parents, 
&c,, Act, 1883, s. 32. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendant, a 
patantee, from improperly threatening the plaintiff with proceedings and 
liability for infringing the defendant's patent. The defendant moved to 
strike out from the plaintiff’s statement of claim a statement that the 
defendant’s patent was invalid, the ground of the motion being that the 
Patents, &., Act, 1883, s. 82, although it empowered an action to 
be brought to restrain threatening ss did not enable the 
plaintiff in such an action to question the validity of the patent. 
Currry, J., said that the defendant was right in his contention. The 
validity of the gee could only be raised by the plaintiff by an action 
for revocation, in which case the Patents, &c., Act, 1883, 8. 26, sub-sec- 
tion 7, conferred upon the defendant, the tee, the rights of com- 
mencement and reply, in this respect ering the patentee’s position 
the same as would have been the case had he the plaintiff in an 
action for infringement. Section 32 was not intended to put the patentee 
in @ worse tion, or in one which conflicted with hts in the 
respects mentioned. — Counsa:, Chadwyck Healey ; Lawson, Soscrrors, 





Jacques, for E. R. Walker, Manchester ; C. P. Pritchard § Marshall, for G. R. 
Rogerson, Liverpool. 


Re HOBSON—Bacon, V.C., 5th August. 


Bankruptcy—J upGMENT—ELEG1IT—ExecuTion—“ SgizunE’’—Rerurn By 
SuerirrF—Bankrvurtcy Acr, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 45, sun- 
SECTION 2. 


On the 4th of March the Union Bank of Manchester recovered judgment 
against Hobson for £14,454 16s. 8d. They sued out a writ of elegit, and 
on the 10th of March the sheriff held an inquisition and delivered certain 
lands of the debtor’s to the bank. Later in the same day a receiving order 
was made against Hobson, and notice thereof given to the bank. The 
sheriff did not make his return to the writ till the 11th of March, and the 
question was whether the seizure of the lands was completed on the 10th, 
in which case the bank would be entitled to retain them under section 45, 
sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, or whether it remained in- 
complete until the sheriff made his return. Bacon, V.C., said that 
the return by the sheriff was a mere formal matter of procedure, and the 
seizure was completed on the 10th of March before the receiving order was 
made, so that the bank were entitled to the land.—CovnsgL, Millar, Q.C., 
and Hornell ; Marten, Q.C., and Yate Lee. Soxtcrrors, Bolton, Robbins, ¢ 
Busk, for Weston, Grover, § Lees, Manchester; Merriman, Pike, § Merriman, 
for Partington § Allen, Manchester. 





Re EVANS'’S TRUSTS—North, J., 11th August. 


Payment or Money ovt or Court—Morrcace since Payment rx—Srop 
Orver sy Mortcacee—Service—Costs—Lanps Ciavses ConsoLIDATION 
Act, 1845, s. 80—R. 8. C., 1883, LXV., 27 (19). 


This was a petition for the payment out of court of money which had 
been paid in by the Metropolitan Board of Works as ye apes tage 
of land subject to the trusts of a will, which they had taken under their 
statutory powers. The petition was presented by the trustees of the will. 
The money was paid in in 1883, and in November, 1885, one of the 
beneficiaries had mortgaged his interest under the will. The mortgagee 
had obtained a stop order on the fund m court. The mortgagee was 
served with the petition, the sum of 30s. being, under the provisions of 
rule 27 (19) of order 65, tendered to him for his costs. The board were also 
served. The mortgagee oun’ by counsel on the hearing of the peti- 
tion, and it was urged on his behalf that, as his mo id not appear, 
his costs ought to b> paid by the board, or at any rate by the trustees on 
behalf of the board ; reliance was placed on Ex parte Great Western Raiil- 
way Co. (L. R, 24 Ch. D. 569), as ip that the costs payable by the 
board could not be increased by reason of a mortgage created after the 
payment of the money into court. Norru, J., held that the board were 
not bound to pay the costs occasioned by an incumbrance created after 
the fund was in court, and he thought, either that the trust fund was not 
liable to pay any costs of the mo: , or that, if it was, the 30s. which 
had been tendered was sufficient. e taxing master would deal with the 
30s.—CounseL, C. H. Turner ; Geare ; Oswald. Soxscrrors, J. G. Shearman ; 
R. Ward; G. J. § P. Vanderpump. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte NORRIS, Re SADLER—C. A. No. 1, 11th August. 


Bankruptcy —Proor or Dest—Sscvuren Creprror— AMENDMENT oF 
» 
Vatvation—Bankrvprcy Act, 1883, scuep. IL., xe. 12, 13, 


The question in this case was as to the extent of the right of a secured 
creditor to amend the valuation of his security contained in his proof of 
debt on a subsequent alteration in the value of the security. Schedale I. 
to the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which is headed ‘‘ Meetings of Creditors,” 
provides, by rulo 10, that, ‘‘ for the purpose of voting, a secured creditor 
shall, unless he surrenders his security, state in his proof the particulars 
of his security, the date when it was given, and the value at which he 
assesses it, and shall be entitled to vote only in respect of the balance (if 
any) due to him after deducting the value of his security. If he votes in 
respect of his whole debt he shall be deemed to have surrendered his 
security, unless the court, on application, is satisfied that the omission to 
value the security has arisen by inadvertence.’’ And, by rule 12, “It 
shall be competent to the ee _ > — pee seen Cate. 

ht days after a proof e jue of a as as 
na mate use of Er voting at 4 sees to require the creditor to give 
up the security for the benefit of the tors generally on payment of 
the value so estimated, with an addition thereto of twenty per cent. 
Provided that, where a creditor has put a value on such security, he may, 
at any time before he has been required to give up such seourity as afore- 
said, correct such valuation by a new p' and deduct such new value 
from his debt, but, in that case, such addition of twenty per cent. shall 
not be made if the trustee requires the eo! to given up.” 
Schedule IT, to the Act is headed ‘‘ Proof of Debts, and rules 9—17 
are headed ‘‘Proof by Secured Creditors.” By rale 11, “if a secured 
cefibn dove neh te naleo  oenetes Meee, ee 
ranking for div » state e i 
the date when it was given, and the value at which he assesses it, 
shall be entitled to receive a dividend only in 
eee oh poco yee at yh. 2, on t 
a security is so valu e may at any 
to the oreditor of the assessed value. ee that the aulic way 
at any time, by notice in writing, require the trustee 
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he will, or will not, exercise his power of redeeming the security 
or requiring it to be realized, and, if the trustee does not, within 
six months after receiving the notice, signify, in writing, to the 
creditor his election to exercise the power, he shall not be entitled 
to exercise it; and the equity of redemption, or any other interest 
in the property comprised in the security which is vested in the 
trustee, shall vest in the creditor, and the amount of his debt shall be 
reduced by the amount at which the security has been valued.” Rule 13: 
‘Where a creditor has so valued his security, he may at any time amend 
the valuation and proof on shewing, to the satisfaction of the trustee or 
the court, that the valuation and proof were made bond fide on a mistaken 
estimate, or that the security has diminished or increased in value since 
its previous valuation, but every such amendment shall be made at the 
cost of the creditor, and upon such terms as the court shall order, unless 
the trustee shall allow the amendment without application to the court.’’ 
In the present case a secured creditor, on the 12th of December, 1885, 
delivered to the trustee in the bankruptcy a proof of debt for £337 9s. 7d., 
stating in his affidavit that he held as security for the debt a policy for 
£200 on the life of the bankrupt, and that he estimated the value of the 
policy at £21 7s. 9d. The trustee did not formally admit the proof, but 
on the 14th of December he wrote to the creditor’s solicitors stating that 
it was his intention to redeem the policy of £21 7s. 9d. On the 19th of 
December the trustee applied to the Board of Trade for a cheque for 
£21 7s. 9d., and on the 24th of December a cheque for that amount was 
sent to him. Meanwhile, on the 23rd of December, the bankrupt had 
died, and the policy had thereby greatly increased in value, On the 31st 
of December the creditor’s solicitors wrote to the trustee withdrawing the 
proof. On the 1st of January the trustee indorsed the proof as admitted, 
but he did not give any notice of this to the creditor. The creditor had 
not voted or received any dividend in respect of his proof. The trustee 
refused to allow the creditor to amend his valuation, and the creditor 
— to the court for liberty to amend it by substituting the 
f amount of the sum assured. Cave, J. (34 W. R. 704), refused 
the application, holding that it was too late after the trustee had 
given notice of his intention to redeem the policy at the amount 
of the creditor’s valuation. The Court of Appeal (Lord Esuer, M.R., 
and Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, holding that the applica- 
tion was not too late. Lord Esusr, M.R., said that the question depended 
upon the construction of rule 13 of schedule II. The creditor had 
‘* shewn to the satisfaction of the court’ that the security had “‘ increased 
in value since its previous valuation.’’ That being so, the words of 
section 8, taken in their plain, ordinary sense, enabled the creditor to 
amend his valuation ‘‘ at any time.’’ The court had no right to diminish 
the full force of those words, unless in the Act or the rules there was some 
necessary implication limiting their force. It was clear that there must 
be some limitation ; the right could not_go on forever. There was one 
necessary limitation—viz., if the trustee had actually exercised the right 

iven to him by rule 12 of redeeming the security at the assessed value. 

t was impossible to suppose that, after the trustee had actually paid 
the creditor the amount of his valuation, and had thus become the pur- 
chaser of the security for the other creditors, the creditor could undo all 
that had been done by revaluing the security. Was there any other 
limitation of the creditor’s right? ‘There might be another if the creditor 
had put the trustee to his election whether he would redeem or not by a 
notice in writing under 1ule 12 (c.), but that did not apply to the 
present case, the creditor not having given such 4 notice. The trustee, 
though he was ready to pay the £21 to the creditor, had not, in fact, done 
so, and ~— had arisen to limit the right of the creditor under rule 13. 
Fry, L.J., said that, the trustee not having actually redeemed the policy 
and not having made | election under rule 12 (c.), nothing had 
happened to put an end to the right of the creditor to amend his valuation. 
= an no pn e ae between schedules 4 and II., 7 former 
a ly to valuation for voting purposes, and the rights uf redemp- 
yn different. Bowen, La. said that the iuuiee could = 
deprive the creditor of the right given to him by rule 13 by anything 
short of actual payment of the assessed value of the security, and the 
trustee was not put to his election unless a notice under rule 12 was given 
by the creditor. No doubt it was possible for a person who had, by 
statute, an unlimited right so to act, as to make it inequitable that he 
should exercise that right. But there had been nothing of that kind in 
the present case.—Counser, Sidney Woolf; L. E. Pyke. Soxscrrors, 
Holiams, Son, § Coward ; Irvine & Hodges. 


CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re BARBER, BURGESS v. VINICOME—Chitty, J., 11th and 12th 
August. 


Soxicirorn anv Cirent—Soricrror-Exzcvutor—Prorir Costs. 


In this case a summons was taken out the defendant Vinicome to 
review the certificate of the taxing master owing profit costs to her 
solicitor. It appeared that Vinicome and the solicitor were appointed 
executors by a testatrix. The will was proved by Vinicome, and, a 
creditor’s action having been instituted for the administration of the 
estate, she employed her co-executor as solicitor in the action. The 
co-executor afterwards proved the will, and was added as a party to the 
action. Disallowance by the taxing master was made of the profit costs 
whilst Vinicome was sole executrix. In support of the summons, Cradock 
v. Piper (1 M. & G. 664) was relied on, which, however, the plaintiff con- 
tended was questioned in Broughton v. Broughton (5 De G. M. & G. 160) 
and Manson v. Baivy (2 Macqueen, 82). Currry, J., said that it was the 
undoubted rule that an executor or trustee could not make profit out of 





the trust estate, whether he was solicitor, broker, or commission agent, 
Persons in such a position were allowed nothing for their time, but only 
costs out of et. The reasons for that were obvious, and the _ le 
was thoroughly well established. The present case, however, fe: within 
the exception allowed by Lord Cottenham in Cradock v. Piper, and he had 
ascertained, from inquiry of three of the taxing masters, that they were 
jointly of opinion that it was not the practice to make the disallowance 
made in the present instance. The cases cited by the a as differing 
from Cradock v. Piper, when examined, would be found to be in corrobora- 
tion. In Broughton v. Broughton Lord Cranworth said, had the circum. 
stances been the same, he would have followed Cradock v. Piper. In 
Manson v. Bailey Lord Cranworth and Lord Brougham merely threw out 
observations on Cradock v. Piper, which in no sense overruled it. More- 
over, as Cradock v. Piper was a decision in 1850, which had ever since 
been acted upon, be could do nothing else but follow it. He, 
therefore, allowed the summons. CovunseL, Romer, Q.0., and F. H. Coit ; 
Ince, Q.C., and Farwell. Sorscrrors, Aldridge § Co. ; Pritchard, Englefield, 
§ Co. 


DAY vo. WARD—Q. B. Div., 11th August. 
JupicaturE Act, 1873, s. 87. 


This case raised the question of the right of a solicitor of the High 
Court to be sued in that court, and in that court only. The action was 
commenced in June last in the Mayor’s Court to recover an alleged debt. 
Certain aap took place in the action, including the delivery of the 
declaration and of interrogatories, the latter of which the defendant had 
obtained further time to answer. The enlarged time having expired the 
defendant applied for a writ of certiorari to remove the action into the 
High Court, on the ground that, being a solicitor of the High Court, he 
could only be sued there. The judge in chambers held that the writ 
ought to issue, and from that decision the plaintiff appealed. The appeal 
was heard last week before Field and Butt, JJ., when judgment was re- 
served. Field, J., now delivered the judgment of the court, reversing the 
order for a writ of certiorari. His lordship observed that the right set up 
was based upon old practice, which was very clearly stated by Mr. Tidd 
in vol. i., at p. 75. His lordship read the passage. But in the present 
instance the plaintiff met the defendant’s argument by an affidavit in 
which he alleged that the defendant was also a solicitor on the rolls of the 
Mayor’s Court. Wow his lordship found that the Mayor’s Court was an 
inferior court within the meaning of the Solicitors Act, 1843, and 
accordingly a roll of the solicitors practising there was provided, upon which 
his lordship found the name of Roland Horatio Ward. The reason given 
for the solicitor’s privilege was that, as a solicitor of the court, he was bound 
to be present in it. But, as a solicitor of the Mayor’s Court, the defendant 
was, his lordship supposed, equally bound to be present there. Mr. Ward, 
therefore, if his argument was sound, was in the delightful position that 
he could not be sued anywhere. If he was sued in the Mayor’s Court 
could say he was bound to be present in the High Court and could only 
be sued there; if he was sued in the High Court he could say he 
was a solicitor of the re iy Court and could only be sued there. The 
privilege claimed must fail, on the ground that the defendant was a solici- 
tor of the Mayor’s Court and therefore liable to be sued there in the same 
way that, as a solicitor of the High Court, he was liable to sued there. 
Judgment accordingly.—OounsEL, Rose-Innes and Probyn ; Glyn.— Times. 





CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Practice — Disopepience To Orprer ror Discovery — ATTACHMENT— 
Omission TO sERVE Copy or Arripavir witH Notice or Morion— 
Rurzs or Court, 1883, XXXI., 21; LIL, 4. 


In the case of Plant v. Nevitt, before Stirling, J., on the 1Sth of August, 
sitting as Vacation Judge, the question arose as to the regularity of the 
proceedings in a motion on behalf of the plaintiff for leave to issue an 
attachment against the defendant for disobedience to an order for dis- 
covery. The writ was issued on the 23rd of June, 1886, and there was no 
appearance. On the 17th of July an order for discovery was made, On 
the 22nd of July the order was served on the defendant. On the 29th 
of July the time for the defendant to comply with the order expired. 
On the 11th of August the notice of motion was served on the de- 
fendant, but a copy of the affidavit in support was not served until the 
17th of August. e motion was heard on the 18th. The plaintiff in an 
affidavit said that the defendant refused to give any information. For the 

laintiff it was that the omission to serve the affidavit was not 
‘atal: Hampden v. Wallis (26 Ch. D. 746). Srrmuino, J., said that the 
plaintiff was trying to enforce a strict right, and must, therefore, act with 
regularity. He could not accede to the motion, but it mig’ stand over 
to be re-served yg” ge E. F. Buckley. Solicitors, ¢. H. 
Talbot, for Hand § Co., Stafford. 


Venpor AND Purcuaser—Sprciric Perrormance—Norice To RescinD— 
REASONABLENESS—INJUNCTION. 


In the case of Blenkarn v. Whymark, before Stirling, J., on the 18th of 
August, sitting as Vacation Judge, the question arose as to whether notice 
to rescind a contract, unless completed within a fortnight, was reasonable. 
The contract was entered into on the 5th of June, 1885, the p T 
agreeing to buy certain land and houses to be erected upon the land. On 
the 9th of July, 1886, the vendor gave notice that, unless the contract was 
peas ae in a fortnight, he should rescind it. On the 23rd of July the 

rchaser brought an action against the vendor for specific performance. 
is was a motion to restrain the defendant dealing with the property 
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| until the hearing. The cases cited were Crawford v. Toogood (13 Ch. D. 153), 


Green v. Sevin (13 Ch. D. 589), Hadley v. The London Bank of Scotland (3 De 
G. J. & Sm. 63). Srretive, J., thought that an injunction ought to be 
granted. The contract was made on the 5th of June, 1885, and a certain 
sum was to be paid for each house. No time was fixed for completion ; 
some time was evidently intended to be allowed, because the plaintiff was 
to borrow money on the property to complete. The business went on, one 
house only being finished on the 24th of May, 1886. The contest up to 
the 9th of July was whether the defendant urged on completion. The 
plaintaff said that he was not aware that the defendant was dis- 
satisfied with the way in which he was going on, but the defendant 
denied this. On the 9th of July the defendant gave notice that the 
contract would be rescinded unless completed a fortnight. A 
fortnight was not sufficient, and there must be an injunction. The 
order was, ‘“ m the usual undertaking of the plaintiff in damages, 
and the plaintiff undertaking to proceed with due diligence to com- 
plete the purchase, injunction as asked ; li to defendant to apply 
to dissolve it in chambers if plaintiff does not proceed with due diligence 
to complete the purchase. e plaintiff undertakes to deliver his state- 
ment of claim within eight days, and leave given that pleadings (in- 
cluding defence and reply) proceed in the vacation.—Counsel, 4. Beddall ; 
Oswald. Solicitors, R. Chapman; Carritt § Son. 





InsuNcTION—CovVENANT wot TO Carry ON TRADE WITHIN Five MiIxzs. 


In the case of Baxter v. Lewis, before Stirling, J., on the 18th of 
August, sitting as Vacation Judge, the question arose as to breach of a 


_ covenant on the part of a vendor of a business not to carry on, or be 
/ concerned directly or indirectly .in carrying on>~theDititiess™of a 
tobacconist within five miles of No. 20, St. ’s-street, London, W., 


or to solicit or deal with any of the customers of the business. He was, 
however, to be at liberty to act as a wholesale tobacconist. The 
defendant had become the manager of a tobacco business at 34, St. 
James’s-street, carried on under the name of Harrison. On the 19th 
of July a circular was sent to the former customers of Lewis, the 
defendant, and to other gentlemen, stating that Henry Harrison had 
obtained the services of Mr. Lewis, late of No. 20, St. James’s-street, 
as manager. The plaintiff Baxter, who, on the 20th of April, bought 
the business at No. 20 from the defeudant for £10,000, complained 
that this was a breach of covenant. It ap that Harrison was 
a business name, the real owners of 34 se e Egyptian Cigarette Co. 
The cases cited were Newling v. Dobell (38 L. J.Ch. 111), Jones v. Heavens (4 
Ch. D. 636). Strrire, J., thought that the case was one where an injunction 
must be granted. The plaintiff was the purchaser of the business of Mr. 
Lewis, and the defendant covenanted not to carry on, or be concerned 
directly or indirectly in carrying on, the business of a tobacconist within 
five miles of No. 20, St. James’s-street, or to solicit or deal with any of 
the customers of the business. It now appeared that the defendant had 
gone into the employment of a person or persons carrying on business 
under the name of Harrison, at 34, St. James’s-street. On the 19th of 
July a circular was sent by Harrison to former customers cf the defendant, 
and to other gentlemen, saying that he had opened the shop at 34, St. 
James’s-street, and had appointed Mr. Lewis as manager. Lewis was 
appointed manager of a shop within a few doors of No. 20.. The 
words of the covenant were general—‘‘not to carry on, or be con- 
cerned in carrying on,’’ the business of a tobacconist. The words in the 
original draft would have clearly prevented the defendant acting as he 
had done, “either solely or jointly, or as agent, servant, or manager.” 
The covenant was agreed to by both parties as it stood, and his lordship 
declined to decide how far it interfered with the defendant being a 
servant in a tobacco business. But the defendant had become manager 
of a tobacco business within a few doors of the | aor ne and was within 
the restrictive terms of the covenant. The defendant was at liberty, under 
the covenant, to act as a wholesale tobacconist. It was contended that the 
ane had char, fraud against the defendant—namely, that the 
efendant was really Harrison; but it was admitted that Harrison was 
only a business name, and that, in reality, a company carried on the busi- 
ness under that name. It was a suspicious fact that the defendant at 
first made no mention of the company and refused to give the name of 
the true proprietor or to say who on was. There must be an in- 
junction until trial or further order, the plaintiff giving the usual under- 
taking in damages.—Counsel, Marten, Q.0., and A. D. Maclaren ; 
ahs Q.0., and Frank Milne. Solicitors, Walker § Mewburn Walker ; 

8 ite. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT, 1879. 
Summary Jurispicrion Rugs, 1886. 


1. These rules may be cited as the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886. 
ise These rules shall come into operation on the first day of January, 
3. The clerk of each court of summary jurisdiction shall k the 
ee eo to 4 pa by _ pursuance < pores uris- 
ion Act, with such particulars as appear e form ‘art III. 
of the schedule hereto. 7 z 
4. Where in pursuance of any statute a court of angen J jurisdiction 
specially directs the ay repery of a fine, the statute under which the 
appropriation is made s be set forth mm the register and authenticated 


by the signature of the justice or one of the justices constituting the 
urt 


court. 

5. The return referred to in section twenty-two, sub-section (4) of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, shall contain the particulars required to 
be entered in the ister. The justice signing any such return shall 
cause it to be sent to the clerk who kee; e register for his petty 
sessional division, and that clerk shall enter the return in his 1 

6. The form of account to be rendered by clerks of courts of summary 
jurisdiction of fines, fees, and other sums received by them shall be the 
form given in Part III. of the schedule hereto, or a form to the like 
effect approved by the local authority under the Justices’ Clerks Act, 
1877, and shall be rendered quarterly or at any less interval as may be 
directed by that authority. Provided that nothing in this rule shall 
apply to the police courts of the Metropolis, Chatham, or Sheerness. 

7. All fines im by a court of summary jurisdiction shall ap in 
this account in chronological order, and where payment is def or to 
be made by instalments, the fact shall be saewn in the column headed 
**Remarks.’’ When the whole of the sum has been or recovered by 
distress, or the term of imprisonment im in default of payment or 
of sufficient distress has expired, the clerk shall then enter the sum in the 
account. Provided that, though the whole of the sum may not have 
been paid or recovered, the instalments received shall be accounted for at 
such times and in such manner as the above-mentioned local authority 
may direct. 

8. Where a clerk of a court of summary jurisdiction renders an account 
in the form required or authorized by these rules to the authority to 
whom he is required to render it, he shall not be required to render apy 
other account relating to the same parti 4 

9. The clerk of each court of jurisdiction shall enter on the 
day of its receipt each sum of money received by him on any account 
bg tel —_ ena cape 80 seme ga agp a ee ina yy 
the ins ent r to an acount to ° in respect o - 
ceeding in which the sum is paid. por ote 

10. The book required to kept by section twelve of the Act 14 & 15 
Vict. c. 55, shall be kept to the form in Part III. of the 
schedule hereto, and shall be called the remitted fees book. 

11. The clerk of each court of summary jurisdiction shall send on the 
tenth day of January, April, July, and October in each year to the 
Scretary of State for the Home Department, Whitehall, without paying 
the postage, a certified statement, in the form in Part III. of the schedule 
hereto, of all fines which have been imposed by the court during the pre- 
vious three months, and which are payable wholly or in part to her 
Majesty or to the Exchequer. If no such fines have been imposed, the 
statement shall be certified in blank. 

12. Where a court of summary jurisdiction has enforced payment of 
any sum due by a principal in pursuance of a security under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, which a to the court to be for- 
feited, the sum shall, unless it is recoverable as a civil debt, be paid to 
the clerk of the court, and shall be paid and applied by him in the 
manner in which fines imposed by the court, in respect of which fines no 
special appropriation is made, are payable and applicable. 

13. Where a court of jurisdiction has fixed as respects any 
recognizance the amount in which a principal and a surety or sureties 
are to be bound, the governor of a prison shall not be required to take 
the recognizance of any person proposed as surety, unless the person so 
proposed produces a ificate in writing from a court of summary juris- 
diction, or a clerk thereof, that he has satisfied the court or clerk of his 
ability to pay the amount for which he is to be bound in the event of the 
= ce becoming te ‘ 

. Any security given under the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, b: 
an oral or written A eee Por vnahers shall be in the form of an und i 4 
and may be in the appropriate form in Part I. or Part Il. of the schedule 
hereto, or in any other form to the like effect. 

15. The clerk of each court of summary jurisdiction shall keep a 
security book, and shall enter therein, with respect to each security giveu 
in relation to any before the court, the name and address of 
each person bound, shewing whether he is bound as principal or as surety, 
the sum in which each person is bound, the cntetling or condition by 
which he is bound, the date of the security, and the person before whom 
it is taken. Where any such security is not entered into before the court, 
or before the clerk of the court, the person before whom it is entered into 
shall make a return of it, shewing the Gove geen, to the clerk of 
the court. The security book, and any ified extract therefrom, shall 
be evidence of the several matters hereby required to be entered in the 
security book in like manner as if the security book were the register. 

16. Not less than two clear days before a warrant of distress is issued 
forasum due bya a * es a forfeited security under 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, the clerk of the court of summary 
jurisdiction issuing the warrant shall cause notice of the forfeiture to be 
serve on the principal. Service of the notice may be effected either by 
prepaid letter sent to the address mentioned iu the security, or as service 
of a summons may be effected under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts. 

17. An application under section twenty-six of the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1879, shall be an —— for a summons requiring the com- 
— shew cause why the order made on his complaint should not 


18. An application to a court of summary jurisdiction under section 
thirty-three of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, to state a special case 
shall be made in writing, and a copy left with the clerk of the court, and 
may be made at any time within seven clear days from the date of the 
proceeding to be questioned, and the case shall be stated within three 
calendar months after the date of the application and after the .ecogniz 





ance shall have been entered into, 
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19. In the case of aclaim for a civil debt recoverable summarily, the 
particulars of the claim shall, unless embodied in the summons, be 
annexed to and, if so annexed, shall be deemed part of the summons. 

20. An order of commitment under section thirty-five of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, shall not be made unless a summons to appear and 
be examined on oath (herein-after called a judgment summons) has been 
served on the judgment debtor. 

21. The judgment summons shall, whenever it is practicable, be 
served personally on the judgment debtor, but if itis made to appear on 
oath to a court of summary jurisdiction that prompt personal rervice is 
for any reason impracticable, the court may make such order for substi- 
tuted or other service as the court may think just. 

22. A judgment summoas may issue although no distress warrant has 
been applied for, and its service, where made out of the jurisdiction of the 
court of summary jurisdiction issuing the summons, may be proved by 
affidavit or solemn declaration. 

23. A judgment summons shall be served not less than two clear days 
before the day on which the judgment debtor is required to appear. 
ote The hearing of a judgment summons may be adjourned from time 

me. 

25. Any witness may be summoned to prove the means of the judgment 
debtor, in the same manner as witnesses are summoned to give evidence 
on the hearing of a complaint. 

26. An order of commitment made under section thirty-five of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, shall, on whatever day it is issued, bear 
date on the day on which it was made. 

27. When an order of commitment for non-payment of money is issued, 
the defendant may, at any time before he is delivered into the custody of 
the governor of a prison, pay to the officer holding the order the amount 
indorsed thereon as that on the payment of which he may be discharged, 
and on receiving that amount the officer shall discharge the defendant, 
and shall forthwith pay over the amount to the clerk of the court of 
summary jurisdiction which made the order. 

28. The sum indorsed on the order of commitment as that on payment 
of which the prisoner may be discharged may be paid to the clerk of the 
court of summary jurisdiction from which the commitment order was 
issued, or to the peng of the prison in whose custody the prisoner is. 
Where it is paid to the clerk, he shall sign a certificate of the payment, 
and upon receiving the certificate by post or otherwise the governor of 
the prison in whose custody the prisoner then is shall forthwith discharge 
the prisoner. Where it is paid to the governor of the prison, he shall, 
on payment to him of that amount, with costs sufficient to pay for 
sending the amount by post office order or otherwise to the court of 
summary jurisdiction under the order of which the prisoner was com- 
mitted, sign a certificate of the payment, and discharge the prisoner, 
and forthwith transmit the sum so received to the clerk of the said court. 

29. All costs incurred by the plaintiff in endeavouring to enforce an 
order shall, unless the court shall otherwise order, be deemed to be due in 

ursuance of the order, as if it were made under section five of the 

ebtors Act, 1869, 

30. The fee for taking a declaration under section forty-one of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, shall be one shilling. 

31. The forms in the schedule hereto, or forms to the like effect, may 
be used, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

32. The forms in the schedule to the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, 
the Summary Jurisdictiou Rules, 1880, with the forms in the scheduce 
thereto, the Summary Jurisdiction Kules of the 24th of August, 1880, 
and the Summary Jurisdiction Rule of 1881, are hereby annulled. 

16th July, 1886, (Signed) HERSCHELL, C. 

(The schedule contains, in Part I., forty-nine forms relating to 
summary proceedings other than for civil debts; in Part II. nine forms 
relating to —, for the recovery of a civil debt; and in Part III. 
four general forms. ] 


Fees. 
For entry of every plaint, including summons thereon 
For order in writing on a plaint . ‘ , ‘ ‘ 
For every undertaking given by way of security 
For judgment summons, including hearing 
For warrant of distress or order of commitment . 
For summons to witness . ; r . F ‘ oe 
N.B.—Where the sum claimed exceeds £1, or the sum in respect of 
tLe non-payment of which the summons for or order of commitment or 
warrant of distress issues exceeds £1, an additional fee of one shilling on 
each fee shall be taken. 
For mileage in serving or executing process, ) Such reasonable cost as 
and for cost of conveying to prison . -; may be allowed by 
For affidavit and postage 3 . F é j the court. 


were F 
ocooceo & 


SUPREME COURT FUNDS RULES, 1886. 


These rules have now been published. As they consist of a reprint with 
very few changes of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1884, which were 
printed in full in 28 Soricirons’ Journ, 306, it does not seem necessary 
to reprint the whole of the rules. The memorandum prefixed states that : 
‘* The following are the only changes made by the funds rules now issued 
to which it is necessary to draw attention. Other amendments are either 
merely verbal or only deal with matters of departmental procedure not 
material to the public :— 

Rale 5 gives effect, as regards pay office procedure, to rule 3a. of 
order LI. of the Rules of the Supreme Court of December, 1885, under 
which ents of purchase-money may be made u the authority of 


& chief clerk, without a special order for such lodgment. The rule 





further provides that an order or an authority for a lodgment of purchase- 

money may direct that the fund shall not be dealt with without notice. 

Rule 48 largely extends the facilities for obtaining payment of money 
without personal attendance at the pay office. These extended facilities 
apply both to solicitors entitled to costs, &c., and to suitors generally, 
They are in some degree dependent upon the receipt of authoritative infor. 
mation by the paymaster of the addresses of the persons or firms entitled 
to payment. General provision is therefore made in the rules that this 
information shall, so far as is practicable, be given in the payment 
schedules and in the certificates of chief clerks and taxing officers to be 
acted upon by the paymaster. 

Rule 62 is supplemented by a provision that when a person dying 
intestate, the total assets of whose estate do not exceed £100, was at the 
time of his death entitled to a payment, and when no administration has 
been taken out to the estate of such person, Jerment may be made to 
— of the next of kin of such person upon a declaration in a prescribed 

orm. 

The following are the rules above referred to as containing the only 
changes of importance :— 

5. Every order which directs funds to be lodged in court, shall have 

annexed thereto as part thereof a schedule, to be styled the lodgment 

schedule, which shall be headed with the title of the cause or matter, the 
date of the order, and the title of the ledger credit to which the funds are 
to be placed; and shall set out in a tabular form :— 

(a.) The name, or a sufficiently identifying description, of the person by 

whom the funds are to be lodged : 

(o.) The amount, if ascertained, and the description of the funds. 

When an order has directed the sale of any property and the lodgment 
of the proceeds thereof in court, the authority for such lodgment may be a 
lodgment schedule signed by a chief clerk ; and such lodgment schedule 
= operate in the same manner as a lodgment schedule annexed to an 
order. 

The lodgment schedule shall be prepared upon a printed form according 
to the form No, 1 in the appendix to these rules, and as nearly as may be 
in the manner shewn by the specimen entries appended to such form; 
and may direct the investment and accumulation of the funds or the 
dividends or interest on the funds to be lodged ; and may also direct that 
the funds shall not be dealt with without notice to the purchaser or other 
person named in such schedule. 

48. Subject to the conditions as to limitation of amount and otherwise 
in this rule mentioned, and to any variation of such conditions which 
the Treasury may from time to time direct, persons entitled to payment 
of money may receive from the paymaster, by post, a direction or other 
document by which payment may be obtained :— 

(a.) When money, not exceeding a sum of £1,000 (other than a 
periodical payment hereunder in this rule mentioned), is payable 
to a person having an account at a bank in the United Kingdom, 
whose name and address are stated in the order or other authority 
under which the money is payable, or in a certificate of a chief 
clerk, or of a taxing officer, or of a master in lunacy, to be acted 
upon by the paymaster, or whose address, in the case of a pay- 
ment under an order in the Chancery Division, is certified to the 
paymaster by a solicitor having carriage of the order which 
authorizes the payment, the paymaster shall remit the same by 
post to such person to the address so stated, upon receipt of a 
request to that effect in the prescribed form, in which is specified 
the name of the bank at which the money is to be placed to the 
account of such person. The paymaster’s direction for payment 
will be payable to the order of such person; it will be specially 
—_ to his account at the named bank and will not be negoti- 
able. 

(b.) When money, not exceeding a sum of £500 (other than a periodi- 
cal payment hereunder in this rule mentioned), is payable to a 
person residing within the United Kingdom, who has not an account 
at a bank, or whose address is not ascertained by the paymaster in 
the manner above prescribed, the paymaster shall remit the same 
by post to such — upon receipt of a request to that effect in 
the prescribed form, signed by such person and attested by 4 
justice of the peace, or a commissioner to administer oaths, or 4 
clerk in holy orders, or a notary public. The paymaster’s direction 
pede will be sent to the address sta in the request, and 
will be crossed so as to be payable only through a banker. . 

(c.) When money, not exceeding a sum of £10 (other than a periodical 
payment hereunder in this rule mentioned), is payable to a person 
residing within the United Kingdom, whose name and address are 
stated in an order under which the money is payable, or in 4 
certificate of a chief clerk, or of a taxing officer, or of a master in 
lunacy, to be acted upon by the paymaster, or whose address, in 
the case of a payment under an order in the Chancery Division, is 
certified to the paymaster by the solicitor having carriage of the 
order, the paymaster upon the written request of such person 
(without attestation) may remit the amount by post to such person 
at the address so ascertained. The direction for payment will be 
crossed so as to be payable only through a banker, 

(d.) Any grooming on within the United Kingdom, entitled under 
an order to any dividend, annuity, or other periodical payment may 
send to arn a request, in the prescribed form, for the 
remittance of the same by post from time to time as it accrues due, 
such request to be signed by such person and attested in the 
manner required in the preceding part of this rule ().), and the 

aymaster shall thenceforward, as such periodical P - bynar ys falls 
ue (and upon receipt of evidence of life or of the fulfilment of any 





conditions of payment as referred to in rule 95), remit the same by 
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post to the address stated inthe request. The gage oy direction 
will be crossed so as to be payable only through a banker. 

Provided that the paymaster may refuse to make a remittance under 
this rule in any case in which he sees reason for so doing, and provided 
also that the transmission by post upon a request of any crossed direction 
or other document for obtaining payment shall be at the sole risk of the 
person at whose request it is sent. 

Requests and solicitors’ certificates of addresses under this rule and 
notifications of changes of addresses of persons entitled to periodical pay- 
ments sball be in such form as may from time to time be prescribed by 
or with the approval of the Treasury. 

62. When funds in court are by an order directed to be paid, trans- 
ferred, or delivered to any person named or described in an order, or in a 
certificate of a chief clerk, or of a taxing officer, or of a master in lunacy 
(except to a person therein expressed to be entitled to such funds as real 
estate, or to be entitled thereto as a trustee, executor, or administrator, 
or otherwise than in his own right, or for his own use), such funds, or any 
portion thereof for the time being remaining unpaid or untransferred or 
undelivered, may, unless the order otherwise directs, on proof of the 
death of such person, whether on or after, or, in the case of payment 
directed to be made to creditors as such, before the date of such order, be 
paid or transferred or delivered to the legal personal representatives of 
such deceased person, or to the survivors or survivor of them. 

If no administration has been taken out to any such deceased person 
who has died intestate and whose assets do not exceed the value of £100, 
including the amount of the funds directed to be so paid, transferred, or 
delivered to him, such funds may be paid, transferred, or delivered to the 
person who, being widow, child, father, mother, brother, or sister of the 
deceased, would be entitled to take out administration to his estate, upon 
a declaration by such person in the form No. 15 appended to these rules. 


THE EMPLOYERS AND WORKMEN RULES, 1886. 


1. These rules may be cited as the Employers and Workmen Rules, 
1886, and shall come into operation on the first day of January, 1887. 

2. The proceedings in relation to sny dispute between an employer and 
a workman be commenced under the Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, 
in a court of summary jurisdiction for the district in which the defendant 
or one of the defendants dwelt or carricd on business, or was employed at 
the time the cause of action arose, or in which he or one of them happens 
to be at the time of the entry of the action, and thereupon the same pro- 
ceedings shall be had, and the same forms may be used as upon a c 
for a civil debt under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts! Provided that the 
summons shall be served four clear days at least before the hearing in 
manner directed by the said Summary Jurisdiction Acts, or by leaving it 
with an adult person at the office or place of business or employment of 
the defendant or one of the defendants: Provided also that no order of 
commitment shall be made against an apprentice until he shall have been 
personally served with a judgment summons. 

3. A defendant shall not, except by leave of the court of summary 
jurisdiction, on such terms as the court may think fit, be permitted to set 
up against the claims of the plaintiff any set-off or counter-claim, unless 
he shall have served, or caused to be served, by registered post letter or 
otherwise, two clear days at least before the return-day, a notice thereof 
directed to tke plaintiff at his address as mentioned in the summons, 
setting forth the particulars of such set-off or counter-claim. Service of 
any notice by ag shall, unless the contrary be proved, be deemed to 
have been made on the day upon which the letter would have been 
delivered in the ordinary course of post. 

4. Where disputes between an employer and his workmen are of such a 
character that the liability of the employer to divers of his workmen 
depends upon circumstances common to a whole class of their claims, the 
names of all the workmen whose claims are grounded upon common cir- 
cumstances may be inserted as plaintiffs in one summons. Where the 
number of such plaintiffs is large, the name of one plaintiff only may be 
inserted in the body of the summons, and in such case the names of the 
other plaintiffs, together with their descriptions and addresses and the 
amount of their respective claims, may be indorsed om the summons or 
added in a schedule thereto annexed. 

5. The employer may, at the hearing of any such summons, object that 
the claim of any plaintiff included in the summons ought to be separately 
heard and determined, either on the ground that the amount claimed is 
disputed, as well as the liability, or as depen on special circumstances. 
The name of any plaintiff, whose claim is so objected to, shall be struck 
out Fang of the court of summary jurisdiction. 

6. When the summons comes on for hearing, the case of the plaintiff 
first named in the summons shall (unless the court otherwise directs) be 
heard and determined, and the of all the other plaintiffs whose 
names shall have been included in the summons, and not struck out as in 
rule 5 provided, shall abide the result of the case so determined. 

7. If the court of summary jurisdiction dismisses the summons, no 
cla‘m shall afterwards be admitted at the instance of any workman whose 
name was included in the summons (and was not struck out as in rule 
5 provided) in respect of the claim made thereby, unless he shews to the 
satisfaction of the court that his name was included in the summons with- 
out his consent. 

8. If the court of summary jurisdiction finds in favour of the plaintiff 
whose case is tried, it shall make an order on all the claims of the plain- 
tiffs included in the summons (not struck out as in rule 5 pro » and 
such order shall operate and take effect as if the claim of each workman, 
whose name may have been ro included as a plaintiff in the summons 
and not struck out, had been separately h and determined by the 
court, and an order had been made on each such claim. 


9. The court of summary jurisdiction, by whom any action has been 
determined ex parte, may, at the same or any subsequent court, set aside 
any judgment so given, and any process thereon, and may grant a new 
trial on such terms as the court may think fit. 

10. The fees to be paid by a person seeking the assistance of the court 
ed summary jurisdiction shall be those contained in the schedule annexed 

ereto. 


11. The court of summary jurisdiction may, in its discretion, allow 
any party, in respect of any expense he may have incurred in the em- 
ployment of a solicitor, any sum not ex ing ten shillings where the 
sum claimed exceeds forty shillings, and not exceeding fifteen shillings 
where it exceeds five pounds. 

12. The forms in force under the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, so 
far as the same are applicable, together with the forms in the schedule 
hereto, and forms to the like effect, with such variations as circumstances 
may require, may be used in proceedings under this Act. 

13. The rules and forms under the Employers and Workmen Act, 
1875, heretofore in use are hereby annulled. 

16th July, 1886. (Signed) HERSCHELL, O, 


meee eae 


OrpER Rescinpixe ConTRACT. 
. Petty Sessional Division of 
Between ae plaintiff, 


In the [county of 


an 
C.D., defendant. 
Before the court of summary jurisdiction sitting at ° 
It is adjudged that the [or this] eontract [or instrument of apprentice- 
ship] made between the plaintiff and defendant [on the day of 
18 ] be rescinded, and that the plaintiff [or defendant] do 
pay to the sum of pounds, being the whole [or 
a part] for wages [or damages, or in respect of the premium paid om such 
instrument of apprenticeship]. 
Dated the day of one thousand eight hundred 
and . 
J. P., [Seal] 
Justice for the [county] aforesaid. , 
II. 
OrvER FOR PerroRMANCE oF ConTRACT. 
In the [county of - Petty Sessional Division of 
Between A. “ plaintiff, 


an 
C. D. [and E. F.] defendant. 

Before the court of summary bey og at ‘ 

It is ordered that the defendant [C. D.] do perform his contract [of 
apprenticeship] with the plaintiff, that is to sey {setting out the par- 
ticulars if necessary ]. 

And that he [or the defendant E. F.] do pay to the plaintiff the sum 


of for damages]. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Francis Tomas Sreavenson, solicitor, of Darlington, has been 
appointed Town Clerk of that borough, in succession to the late Mr. 

ugh Dunn. Mr. Steavenson is solicitor to the Darlington School Board. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1861. 


Mr. Francis Fiemnc, Attorney-General of yas has been appointed 
Colonial Secretary for Natal. Mr. Fleming is the eldest son of Mr. James 
Fleming, Q.C., and was born in 1842. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1866. He was Crown Solicitor for 
Mauritius from 1869 to 1876, a district judge in Jamaica from 1876 till 
1878, and Attorney-General of Barbadoes from 1878 till 1882, when he 
became a puisne judge in British Guiana, and he was appointed Attorney- 
General of Ceylon in the following year. 

Mr. Epmonp FvLier Grirriy, barrister, has been Breage Honorary 
Examiner in Mercantile Law at the of London College, in succession 
to Mr. John Cutler, resigned. Mr. is the only son of Mr. Edmund 
S P “re Schet ? - * singdalen liall, Oxford, chess bs contented 
St. Paul’s Schoo: at en v 
second class in Classics in 1861. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Trinity Term, 1865, and he practises on the South-Eastern Circuit. 
Mr. Griffin was formerly one of the staff of the Wesxty Rerorrer. He 
- appointed Lecturer in English Law at King’s College, London, in 

79. 

Mr. Witi14m Moreau, solicitor (of the firm of ae © Podmore), of 
Stafford, has been appointed Registrar of the County Court 
Circuit No. 26), in succession to the late Mr, George Spilsbury. Mr. 

organ was admitted a solicitor in 1862. 

Mr. Morcan Morean, solicitor (of the firm of Morgan & Scott), of 
Cardiff, has been appointed Clerk and Solicitor to the Governors of the 
Wells Charity. Mr. Morgan was admitted a solicitor in 1866. 

Mr. Frepertck Watrsr Sprix, solicitor, of Hull, has been ited 


Prosecu Solicitor to the corporation of that 
ciennd on solicitor in 1884, 





{. Mr. Cuances Mansnatt Hoxs, solicitor (of the firm of Hole, Dayman, 
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& Fisher), of Tiverton, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Henry Hatumay Ricuarpson, solicitor, of 2, Broad-street- 
buildings, and of Barnet, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


The Right Hon. Garnorne Harpy, Viscount Cransroox, G.O.S.I1., 
who has been appointed Lord President of the Council for the second 
time, is the third son of Mr. John Hardy, of Wakefield, and was born in 
1814. He was educated at Shrewsbury School and at Oriel College, 
Oxford, where he graduated eecond class in Classics in 1836. He was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1840, and he 

ractised for several years on the Northern Circuit. He was Under- 

ary of State for the Home Department from March, 1858, till June, 
1859; President of the Poor Law Board from June, 1866, till February, 
1867 ; Secretary of State for the Home Department from February, 1867, 
till December, 1868 ; Secretary of State for War from February, 1874, till 
March, 1876 ; Secretary of State for India from March, 1878, till April, 
1880; and Lord President of the Council from July, 1885, till January, 
1886. He was M.P. for Leominster from 1856 till 1865, and for the 
University of Oxford from 1865 tiJl 1878, when he was created Viscount 
Cranbrook. He was sworn in as a Privy Councillor in 1866, and he was 
created a Knight Grand Cross of the Order of the Star of India in 1880. 
Lord Cranbrook is a bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mr. Exuis Asuueap-Bartiett, barrister, M.P., who has been appointed 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty for the second time, is the eldest son of Mr. 
Ellis Bartlett, and was born in 1849. He was educated at Ohrist Church, 
Oxford, where he graduated first class in Law and Modern History in 1871, 
and he was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in June, 1877. He was 
for several years an Examiner in the Education Department. He was M.P. 
for Eye from April, 1880, till November, 1885, when he was returned for 
the Eccleshall Division of Sheffield. He was Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
from July, 1885, till January, 1886. 


Mr. Lewis Torna Depry, barrister, has been appointed Chancellor of 
the Diocese of Rochester, in succession to the late fr. Hugh Cowie, Q.C. 
Mr. Dibdin is the third son of the Rev. Robert William Dibdin, and was 
born in 1852. He was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as a senior optime in 1874. He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn in May, 1876, and he practises in the Chancery Division. 

The Right Hon. Rozert Bovurxg, barrister, M.P., who has been ap- 
pointed Governor of Madras, is the third son of the fifth Earl of Mayo, 
and was born in 1827. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and 
he was called to tLe bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1852. 
He formerly practised on the South Wales and Chester Circuit and at the 
Parliamentary bar. He is the author of a work on ‘Parliamentary 
Precedents,” and he was for many years junior counsel to the Attorney- 
General in proceeedings under the Legitimacy Declaration Act. Mr. 
Bourke has been M.P. for Lynn in the Conservative interest since 1868. 
He was Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs from February, 1874, 
till April, 1880, and again from July, 1885, till January, 1886. He was 
sworn in as a member of the Privy Council in 1880. 


Mr. Cuantes Tennant Covupzr, advocate, has been appointed one of 
the Principal Clerks of Session in Scotland. 


Mr. Invinz Haztz, solicitor, of 31, Furnival-street, Holborn, has been 
. ted a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 


The Soricrron-Genenat has received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. Axprew Ricuarp Scostz, Q C., who has been appointed Legal 
Member of the Council of the Governor-General of India, is the second 
son of Mr. John Scoble, of Toronto, Canada. He was born in 1831, and 
he was educated at the City of London School. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1856. He formerly practised at 
Bombay, and he was Advocate-General of the Bombay Presidency from 
1870 1875. Mr. Scoble became a Queen’s Counsel in 1876, and he 
has since practised before the Privy Council. He is a bencher of 
Lincoln’s-inn. 


Mr. Aneras Axens-Dove as, barrister, M.P., who has been appointed 
pray tn for the second time, is the eldest son of the Rev. 
Aretas of g Abbey, Kent. He was born in 1851, and he 
assumed the additional name of Douglas by Royal licence. He was 
educated at Eton and at University College, Oxford, and he was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Term, 1875. He was 
M.P. for Kent in the Conservative interest from April, 1880, till 
November, 1885, when he was returned for the St. Augustine’s Division 
of that county. Mr. Douglas is a magistrate for Kent and Dumfries- 


shire. He was Patronage Secretary to the Treasury from July, 1885 
till January, 1886. mae : 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
Psncy Buuperr Ovunnincuam and Rosert Onanres Anwyt, solicitors 
(Burdett & Co.), Palace-chambers, Bridge-street, West- 
Axruvr Simons and Epwix Ricnarpson Gooipsgy, solicitors, New-inn 
Strand. August 9. ’ (Gazette, Aug. 17.) 








It is stated that, when the mail which had sunk with the Cunard 

letters and other documents which 
had been with Stephens’s “‘ Blue Black’? Ink were found to be 
perfectly legible and di-tinct, notwithstanding their two monthe’ sub- 
mersion at the bottom of the Atlantic. 


Steamer Oregon were recovered, sev: 
written 





OBITUARY. 


MR, WILLIAM ALEXANDER PARKER. 


Mr. William Alexander Parker, late Chief Justice of British Honduras, 
died in Jersey on the 27th ult. Mr. Parker was the eldest son of Mr. 
John Parker, solicitor, of Edinburgh, and was born in 1818. He was 
educated at the Edinburgh Academy and at the University of Edinburgh, 
and he was admitted a member of the Faculty of Advocates in Scotland 
in 1853. In 1866 he was appointed Chief Justice of the Gold Coast and 
Judicial Assessor to the native chiefs of the Gold Coast Protectorate. He 
was Chief Justice of St. Helena from 1869 till 1875, when he was 
appointed Chief Justice of British Honduras, and in 1881, after fifteen 
years’ judicial service in the colonies, he retired on a pension. Mr. Parker 
was married in 1852 to the widow of Mr. Moring Bignell, daughter of 
Mr. Robert McClintock. His only son, Mr. Frederick Hardyman Parker, 
was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in June, 1880, and practises in 
British Honduras. He was buried at St. Martin’s Church, Gorey, Jersey, 
on the 30th ult. 





MR. JOHN EDWARD HALL. 

Mr. John Edward Hall, barrister, died at his residence, 40, St. James’s- 
square, Notting-hill, on the 11th inst., after a short illness. Mr. Hall 
was the eldest son of Mr. Edward Hall, of Acton, and was born in 1838. 
He was educated at Queen’s College, Oxford, and he was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1862. Mr. Hall was a member of 
the Midland Circuit, and he was known as the author of a treatise on 
‘* Rights of Common.’”’ He had had also a long experience as u re- 
porter. He was formerly one of the staff of Toz Weexity Reporter, 
and for nearly ten years he had been one of the representatives of the 
Law Reports in the Court of Appeal. He had been for six years a re- 
brag B barrister. Mr. Hall was pao at Kensal Green Cemetery on the 

th ult. 





MR. ASHLEY MAPLES. 


Mr. Ashley Maples, solicitor, of Spalding, died on the 12th inst., in his 
eighty-first year. Mr. Maples, who was one of the oldest solicitors in 
Lincolnshire, was born in 1806. He was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and 
he had practised for over a half a century at Sleaford. He was a 
perpetual commissioner for Lincolnshire, and he had a large private 
practice. He had been clerk to the Spalding Board of Guardians ever 
since the formation of the Union, and he was also clerk to the Assess- 
ment Committee, superintendent registrar, and vestry clerk of Spalding 
Parish. He was at the time of his death asscciated in partnership with 
Pd a Mr. Harold Stanley Maples, who was admitted a solicitor in 








The London and Westminster Bank, Limited, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the Cape of Good Hope, offer to the holders of the debentures of 
the various Cape Government Loans, specified in their advertisement, 
conversion into a Consolidated 4 per Cent. Inscribed Stock having fifty 
years to run, but redeemable after thirty years at the option of the Ca 
Government, on giving twelve months’ notice to the stockholders. The 
bulk of the debentures which it is proposed to convert are subject to 
apnual drawings at par, increasing from year to year on the accumulative 
principle, and as these debentures are now quoted at a considerable pre- 
mium, the holders will doubtless be ready to convert them into stock on 
the favourable terms offered, rather than remain subject to the constantly- 
increasing drawings, which entail a loss of the premium at which they 
are now realizable. 








COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


and ad parti 

their debts or claims, to Mr. John Francis Clarke, the official liquidator, No. 
41, Coleman st. Tuesday, Oct 26, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicat- 

ons moee See Gente aoe ae » a July tated Avth 
ARTAGO, LimITED.—Kay, J., has, an order dated a rthur 
Varnes Hill, 1, Finebury circus, to be official liquidator. Oreditersare requir 
on or before Dec 1, to send their names and addresses and the particulars o 
their debts or claims to the above. suessen, Dec 14,*at 8, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

a= | AND COMPANY, spe Crete are gountves, on or betes it 10, 4 
# their names and an particulars of their debts or 8, 
John Joseph Steer, 3 Baninghatl st. Tuesday, Oct at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims ” " 

B [ Gazette, Aug. 13.) 


um Wire Leap Company, Limtrep.—Chitty, J., has, by an order, dated 
July 19, appointed John Folland Lovering, 77, Gresham st, to be official 
liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send their names 
the pa of their debts or claims, to the above. 

, Oct 26, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


Burw anv Company, Liuirep.—By an order made by Bacon, V.O., dated Aug 6, 
that the company be wound up. Janson and Oo, Finsbury 

circus, solicitors for the peti 
Borrextvz Company, Lowirep,—North. J., has, by an order, dated Aug 10, 
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pune William Lott Grimwade, 32, Queen Victoria st, to be official 


uidator 
aoe ‘AL FIRE CE ASSOCIATION, LIMITED.—Chitty, 3 ny ge = 
ay Aug 9, aopeinaed Tansley — 40, ne 


liquida 
Py AND Co, LuTED.—North, J 
pointed Mr. Henry Newson Smith, 
Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, 
the particulars o of th or 
pe sepetese. sa hearing and adjudica’ 
EN KNOX AND Co., LrawiTED.—Petition for winding up, presented Aug 12, 
gg = be heat before pg J., or the lees tar ee for ton de Ly 3 
d’s 5 's , agents for 
Kidson ona Con Sunderland, solicitors for r the petitioners 
LLANGENNECH CoaL Company, LIMITED.—Cr uired, on or before 
Sept 25, to send their names and addresses, and the oanes ofS ot Lae Sas 4 
or claims, to te Yoon George Painter, Moorgate st by nd claims 
at 12, is appointed for hearing and ery wees, Se lebts and c 
Lonpon CENTRAL CLUB, LIMITED. — eo we eg up, Ee, yreoen is, 
directed to be heard by the Vacation Jud rd Ohaus 
Goont, Beret Courts, on Aug 25, at 11. ann, a gy solicitor 
e oner 
MawDDAGH — A ganged ComPany. ee .—By an order made by Chitty, 
Ang f was ordered that th oma be wound up. Want — pt 
an buawe lane, solicitors for the petitio 
SouTH DvuRHAM BREWERY COMPANY, LIMITED ar order made by Kay, J-s 
dated Aug7, it was ordered that’ the Se Eectngheen wound w Indorae 
and Brown, Chancery lane, agents for Mallard, solicitor for the 


petitioner 
by p 9, it dered thet th ~ 1 =. Ww ..2; 
ug 9, it was orde: e com: wound wu: 
lane, solicitor for the petitioner pany » 


UNLIMITED IN oar mag 

CoMMERCIAL Bank oF SouTH AvsTRALIA.—North, J Pog by _ an order, dated 
July 3, appointed Geo Whiffin, Old Jewry. to be official liquidator. 
Creditors residing in the Unitea om are required, on or before Sept 30 
residing out of the jurisdiction on or before Jan 8, to send their names and 
oy and the parti of their debts or claims, to the above. Thurs- 
Nov : & 1 i + appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
ee e creditors residing in the Uuited Kingdom, and Tuesday, 

Feb 8, — = A tor creditors veuiding out of the a aug 1a) 

ug 


[ Gazette, 
SKEGNESS AND St. LEONARD’s TRAMWAY ComPaNY.—Chitty, J., has, an order, 
dated Aug 6, appointed Arthur John Rhodes, 15, Queen ‘st, to be official 


liquida: 
[ Gazette, Aug. 17.) 


and 
a7 12 


{Gasette, Aug. 17.) 


CoUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
es =P CO-OPERATIVE SPINNING AND MANUFACTURING Company, LiwITEd.— 
Lat order made by the Court, dated A. 98 it was ordered that the voluntary 
ing up of the company be contin’ tandring and Taylor, Rochdale, 
solicitors for the petitioner 
(Gazette, Aug. 17.] 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Rowiey REGis Murvat LOAN AND INVESTMENT Society, Gld Bush Revived Inn, 
Powke lane, Rowley Regis, Staffurd. Aug 7 


[ Gazette, ang. 12] 
Opsangese Co-cmmee TIVE FRIENDLY Society, Co-operative Stores, Cin: ord, 
oucester. ug 
Court Royat Oxontrans, Ancient Order of Foresters, White Hart Inn, Dor- 
chester, Wallingford, Oxford. Aug 13 
RELIANCE BIRMINGHAM or NEFIT CONTE, Duke of Lancaster Tavern, Laburn- 
ham ter, Kingslandrd. Aug 12 
f Gazette, Aug. 17.] 








FEE, Two GUINEAS, for a sanitary inspection and nd report on a London dw. 
house. : Country surv bodes by arrangement. TheSanitary Engineering and Ven 
lation Company, 115, Victoria-street, Westmirster. , 4- — free. 


. 


rey = Noman & Sracey’s HirE PurcuasE System; No Daposit; 
olesale firms. Offices, 79, Queen V; E.O, 
pth RE at 131 121, ‘pall S all, 8.W., and 9. Liverpool-street, E.C.—[{Apvr, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTOY ACT, 1883, 
Fripay, August 13, 1886. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ash, dase h aay vary Birmingham, Painter. Birmingham. Pet July 30. Ord 


Aug 
Atherton, Isaac, ju Kirkby, nr Liverpool, Farmer. Liverpool. Pet Aug 5. Ord 
pus 9 Aug 23 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, 


LM es 
ails Stephen seve Soares, Acton, Carman. Brentford. Pet Aug10. Ord 
martes Jobn Boolian ay Peter’s, Thanet, Builder. Canterbury. Pet Aug 6. 


John Williain Thomas, Plymouth, Baker, East ; 
a «J¢ Rage y maa, ymou' er, Stonehouse. Pet Aug 
Brown, Thomas, Bradford, eens. Bradford. Pet Aug9, Ord Aug 10. Exam 


Barrows, John, Uesesten, Las Lom Cabinetmaker. Salford. Pet July 16. 
les Edwards, i st, Hemp Broker. High Court. Pet 

Aug 10, Tena Oct 1 anti a ot Lincoln's Le 7 ey 

een Saree be ee ET mr Halifax, 8 Stone Merchant. Halifax. Pet 

Dalvie Voie Mowsaniie on "ty ne, Wine escent s Clerk. Newcastle on 
Divawordh dea, Soutivel Sustait Paaner, ‘Gt Yarmouth 
» Jesse, uth wol u t . 

Ord ‘Arthae J 9, Exam Sept 13 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Yarm —_ seacian- te 

Eeendale, Glam, Builder. Pontypridd. Pet Aug 10. Ord 


. | Draper, Portsmouth, PetAug 5. Ord Aug?. 
eee Canford Magna, Dorset, Former. Poole. Pet Aug 10. 


ne Sept 8 at 12.30 at_ To le 
erick, B Belper, Derbyshire, Woeeaas Weston Pet Aug 10, Ord Aug 





cial Brassfounder. Court. Pet 11, Ord 
5 is "Btam Oot 1 at 1.35 at 8% Lincola’s ine ide wpe 
on & ieyele Maker. Birkenhead. Pet Augé. Ord 


Aug 6. 
| aaa Newerk upon Trent, Publican. Nottingham, Pet Junei. Ord 
1. Wi orcestershire, Victualler. Worcester. 
Pet July 29. Ord Aug 10. Aug 24 at 11.30 
; | Harris, Joseph, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Aug7. Ord Aug 7. 


1 
Hitl, Albert, Gt is Griese, Lincolnshire, Brick Gt Grimsby. Pet Aug 9. 
re Ang. pzam Rowe 1 of ie at Towahll, Grinsby 
_ ur John, Lon Carman. igh Court. Pet July 28. Ord Aug 
chine eaten ’s inn fields 
Pa Evan, St Clears, Carmarthenshire, Saddler. Carmarthen. Pet Aug 9. 
Kuta Corl, Nownate-se Hatter. High Court. Pet Ang 10. Ord Aug 10 
utz, Car. e 1 ug ug 10. 
Exam Oct 1 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ot Saptone. ae. Pet Aug 


7 , John Tho Clee, Lincolnshire, ou! 
be ee ets i dee Gib 
me Urbs, en, Gehashmaster. Newport, 


Exam A’ atll 
ae ‘alcon House . Wandsworth. Pet Aug 
, Rataliffe on Trent, Hotel Proprietress. Nottingham. Pet July 


enrith, Cumberland, Clock Maker. Carlisle. Pet Aug 11. Ord 
ote, Fearieh, Oumbertand, Clock 
Schoolmistress. Swansea. Pet Aug 10. Ord Aug 10. Exam 


Oc 
na Robert, Newton Abbot, Travelling Draper. Exeter. Pet Aug9. Ord 


9._ Exam Oct 14 at 11 
ye ed Printer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet July 29. 
1 ll 
s rd, Camden Town, American Finisher. High 
Aug9. Exem Oct” 1 at 11 at 34, coln’s inn fields 
, Surrey, Builder. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Augii. Ord 
Aug lt. 


Exam pte 
Ross Brothers and Co, Finsbury ement, Timber Merchants. High Vourt. 
Pet June 12. Ord Aug 9. Exam Oct 1 at 11.90 at 34, Lincoln's inn fields 

Morris, Tailor. Poole. Pet Aug 9. Ord Aus 9. Exam 
Sept 8 at 12 at at Townhall, Poole 


Corn Merchant. Peterborough. Pet July 30. 
9. “Exam Aug 19 


° Walsall, General Dealer. Walsall, Pet Aug 9. Ord 
ug 25 at 11.30 





ham, out of business. Birmingham. Pet Augi0. Ord 
, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Norwich. Pet Aug 
Exam 6 ab 28 a6 Ceicabel, Merwiey Coste 
Arthur ebster, ee, 
Lace . a. Nottingham. "Bet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9. Exam Oct 
Uaterany, Saey Tha og mag High Court. Pet 
vi; Aug 9. Ord Aug 9 Oct tat 11 at Be : Pet July 1 
nderwood, George, Eastcheap, Mining Engineer. Court. F 
Ord July 29. Exam Se ee tase jinn 
Vege, See ‘Newport, Mon. Pet Aug ii. Ord Aug 1!, 
, it, 11 
Wont, 2 plete Seite Seller. Bristol. Pet Aug 10. Ord Aug 10. 
Exam’ Oct 6 at i2 at Gull Secektoa, Onechire, nat beeen, Chester. Pet A: 
ow us 
9. Ord Aug 9. Exam Sept 2 at 12 at County Court Offices, Chester 
The following amended notices are a go -s those published in 
Le sng: ae August 10. 


Colquhoun, James, St Michael’ Court. Pet 
Jono a Gol Anne oe ee 
2 ies on Tees and 


. Helen, 
Exam Sept 24 at spool ba Lanseke 


Aston, Charles Beary, Pk gory Manufacturer. Aug 24 at 11. 
A¥shford, Join Sussex, ae Keusington, Draper. Aug 2% at 12. 
. a’ 
‘Baubruptey bldas Portagal ot, Lenoel Falhatn ni Sowth Kew = 
Be ldhary octaiian tasecen. Aug 28 at 10.15. Court house, 
Barciok: John Ebenezer, St Peter’s, Thanet, Kent, Builder. Aug 20 at 10.30. 
ae haar =i paleersiowtan lise aie 
ar, Coventry, a 
Receiver, 17, Hertford st, Coven iad 
peer Aug 20 at 12. Official Receiver, 31, Manor 


Brown, Th 
cashire, Cabinet Maker. Aug 20 atii. Official 


Bradt 
row, Bradford 
Burrows, John, U; 
Receiver, es 31 Ogten's cre Wetlge st, Manchester 

Onehitn, Speman, Sfrerpent, Pease Official Receiver, 35, Vic- 
Cost Henry, Great Dunmow, Essex, Builder. Aug 23at10. Shirehall, Chelms- 
Craddoc Jobn, Evercreech, Somerset, Coal Merchant. Oct 12 at 11. Mitre 
D le, J Newcastle Wine Merchant’s Clerk. Aug 2% at 2.30. 
alrymny ohn, Ne “Neweastle an ug 
De Solla, Henri, St Pauls x ». Club . Aug 2% at 12. Bank- 
ry 

Edwards, Dewubary, Forks, Tailor, Aug 20 at 4. Official Receiver, 
Ed Edwin Th Hepemnerent Wine Merchant. Aug 27atii. Bank- 
Tuptay bas, Portuaal sh me, ug 
Ed Joseph, ‘Candport, Hants, Draper. Ang 23 at 12.90. Chamber 
OTE RS EI naan, Doe, Pome Aug %at3.15. Laing’s 
F Belper, Derbyshire, Farmer. Aug % at 12. Official Receiver, 
andy Broderick, Belper, = 
Hall, William, Castlemorton, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Aug % at 11. 
Official Receiver, Worcester 

whole les, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Beer Retailer. Aug 28 at 11. Court 
aa, nt Nettinghem Aug ® at 3. Official Receiver, 1, High 
Harrison, Bad wen rin radford, Yorks out of business, Aug 20 at3. Official Re- 


ae 
bar ty he ooigate st, Doctor of Medicine. Aug %atli. 33, Carey 





cies seit achalasia aeons Senora 


eh enn malities 
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a oo enor gaa Liverpool, Gent. Aug 24 at2. Official Receiver, 35, Victoria 


Ingle, 2 le, Edpond, Little Bytham, Lincolnshire, out of business. Aug 23 at 12. 
Court, Peterborough 
James, Evan, St Clears, Carmarthenshire, Saddler. Aug 20 at 3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Johnston. ‘Charlotte Eliza, West Brighton, Schoolmistress. Aug 20 at 12. 
Official Receiver, 39, Bond st, Brighton 
Marks, pa ed Beaver, Bankside, Surrey, Merchant’s Clerk. Aug 25 at 12, 


33, Carey 

widkeem, ‘Robert Farquhar, Llanbadoec, nr Usk, Mon, Schoolmaster. Aug 24 
atiz. Official Receiver, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon 

Moore, George, Mineral Water ‘enuinchuver.. Aug 20 at 11. Official 
Receiver, St sdrow 's chmbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Moussalli, Francis Abdallah, Liv erpool, Cotton Broker, Aug 24 at 12. Official 
Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Musgrave, Thomas, Greysouthen, Cumberland, Farmer. Aug 2iat12. 67, Duke 
st, itehaven 

Ogee, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Clockmaker. Aug 25 at12. 34, Fisher st, 


Oke, Annie, Swansea. Schoolmistress. Aug 2tat2. Royal Hotel, Cardiff 

Paltridge, Robert, Newton Abbot, Devon, Travelling Draper. Aug 23 at 11. 
Castle of Exeter at Exeter 

Pessoms, Gootee, Birmingham, Brassfodnder. Aug 24 at 11. Official Receiver, 

irmin, 

Rankin, Robert, Gateshead. a Printer. Aug 23 at 11. Official Receiver, 

Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyn 

Radford, Thomas, Hucknall ‘Torkard, Nottinghamshire, Butcher. Aug 20 at 12, 
Official Receiver, 1, High Pavement, Nottingham 

Scanlan, Morris, Bournemouth, Tailor. Aug 23 at 1,15. 


Salisbury 

Scholey. Mi Mazzini Haddock, Walsall, General Dealer. Aug 25 at 10.30. Official 
Receiver, Bridge st, Walsall 

Searson, Samuel, Peterborough, Corn Merchant. Aug 23 at 12.30, County Court, 
Peterborough 

— James Croft, Bolton, Lancashire, Milliner. Aug 23 at 11. 16, Wood st, 


Official Receiver, 12, Trede- 


=F Newport 

arren, Henry, Radnage, Bucks, Farmer. Aug 24 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 1, 
St Aldates, Oxford 

Wilcockson, Charles, Newington causeway. Surrey, Commercial Traveller. Aug 
25at11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


Official Receiver, 


Venghee, James, Usk. Mon, Grocer. Aug 25 at 12. 


- ADJUDICATIONS. 
oo, > Isaac, jun, Kirkby, ur Liverpool, Farmer. Liverpool. Pet Aug 5. 
Ord Aug 1 
Ball, Wiliam, Taunton mews, Dorset sq, Cab Proprietor. High Court, Pet Aug 
6. rd A 
en sa East Dereham, Norfolk, Gunsmith. Norwich. Pet July 31. 
Aug 9 
Brown, Thomas. Bradford, Grocer. Bradford. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug 10 
be REPT John, Urmston, Lancashire, Cabinet Maker. Salford. Pet July 16. 
Conwell, Hush, Manchester, Estate Broker. Manchester. Pet June 10. Ord 


ug § 

Caster, Themen, Pendleton, Lancashire, Glass Manufacturer. Salford. Pet July 
31. € ug9 

ae Ra Plymouth, Builder. East Stonehouse, Pet July 27. Ord 
ug 10 


Crowther, Saville, Northowram, nr Halifax, Stone Merchant. Halifax. Pet 
Augé. Ord Augil 

Davee Alfred Herbert, Bi mingham, Tailor. Birmingham. Pet July 15, Ord 

ug 10 

Deen. ' Geury, Dodworth rd, Barnsley, Drysalter. Barnsley. Pet July 9. 
J ng 9 

Davis, Thomas, Girlington, Bradford, Grocer. Bradford. Pet Aug 5. Ord Aug9 

Dunham, William Brighton, Tailor. Brighton. Pet Aug5. Ord Aug 10 

.-r~ Richard, Sunbury, no occupation. Kingston, Surrey. Pet June 8. 
Ord Aug? 

Ellis, John, Rhyl, Flintshire, Jciner. Bangor. Pet July 26. Ord Aug 11 

Fora, Frederick, Belper, Derbyshire, Farmer. Derby. Pet Aug10. Ord Aug 10 

Garrison, Alfred, Birkenhead, Bicycle Maker. Birkenhead. Pet Aug 6. Ord 
Aug 9 

Hammond, George, St James’ 
9. Ord Aug 10 

Hickey, — ow, Birkenhead, Mineral Water Maker. Birkenhead. Pet July 7. 


Ord A 
Hill, ‘Albert, Gt Grimsby, Bricklayer. Gt Grimsby. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug il 
Ingle, Edward, Little Bytham, incolnshire, oat of busine-s. Peterborough. 
Pet. Willis “#4. Ord Aug 10 
a hy liam, Whittlesea, Cambs, Brickmaker. Peterborough. Pct July 21. 
Leab, Thomas, William Leah. and Henry Cote n, Todmorden, 
Spioners. Burnley. Pet July 3. Ord Aug 
Newton, Alfred, Norwich, Fruiterer. Norwich. Pet July 21. Ord Aug? 
Ogiethorp. John, Penrith, Cumberland, Clock Maker. Caslisle. Pet Aug 11. 
Ord Aug 11 
Oldacres, William, Lichfield. Farmer. Walsall. Pet July 22. Ord Aug 10 
Cree. Richard, Bethesa, Carnarvonshire, Bookbinder. Bangor. Pet June 28. 
Jrd Aug il 
, William Lister Sharp, Selly pk, nr Birmingham, Gent. Birmingham. Pet 
July 2. Ord Aug 10 
Parsons, George, Birm ingbam, Brassfounder. 


aa. ’ Robert, Gateshead, Printer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet July 29. Ord 


A il 
Reading, Charles William, Buckingham palace rd, Builder. High Court. Pet 
May 17. Ord Joby 22 
Redgrave, Charles Henry 
Swy aw. Ord Aug it 
howe, ; ceamenn twaffhem, 


st, Brighton, Ironmonger. Brighton. Pet July 


Yorks, Cotton 


3irmingham. Pet July 2. Ord 


y, Worcester, Glove Manufacturer. Worcester. Pet 
Norfolk, Piumber. King’s Lynn. Pet Aug 4. Ord 


Ang 
Russsi, Emily, Maidetone, Schoolmistress. Maidstone. Pet Aug 4. Ord 


sicley, Mazzini Haddock, Waleall, General Dealer. Walsall. Pet Aug 9. Ord 


scweh' 5 James Croft, Bolton, Milliner. Bolton. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug 
wv mierney, Enuily, Taigarth rd, West Kensington, Widow. High rf a Pct 
Aug9. Ord Augi 
Wormer Jumph, Bredtc ora, Yorks, Mason. Ualifax. PetJuly %. Ord Aug 11 
,, James ames, Catherine st, Strand, Newspaper Printer. High Court. Pet 
“ae uly 9 Ord Aug 10 
» William, Gt Boughton, Cheshire, out of business. Chester. Pet | 
Aug d. "Ora Aug % 
Ww , The 


mas, Downshire hill, Hampstead, Cowkeeper, High Court. Pet | 


Jay a. Ord Aug 11 
Tw. b, demons Dalen Palin Teves on F Adjua 
Kye, Fo arrow, in, der. Newcastle on ne, ws 
May 5. re. Je . “ ) 


TUESDAY, a 1886, 


RECEIVING 
Andrews, William, South Stockton, out of business. Stockton on Tees and Mid. 
dlesborough. Pet Augi3. Ord Augi3. Exam Aug 25 
A plegarth, Thomas, gefield, Butcher. i on Tees and Middles. 
orough. Pet Augi0. Ord Augi0. Exam A 
Barton, David, Leicester, Watchmaker. Pane. ° Pot July 31. Ord Aug 14, 


Oct 6 

Bent, € Charles, Birmingham, Jewel Case Maker. Birmingham. Pet Aug 12, 
Ord Aug 12.' Exam Aug 31 

Blundell, Thomas Edwin, Rushock, STesegeeentgon, Farmer. Worcester. Pet 
July 28. Ord oa Exam Aug 28 at 1 

—— me, atford, Builder. St , Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 12, 

xam Sept 24 
See Beet, Be ieee, | sonmesien, Beerhouse Keeper. Salford. Pet Aug 13, 
u lat 10 

Borman, Baosuet ok Glee Re cdashten Shoemaker. GreatGrimsby. Pet Aug 14, 
Ord Aug 14. Exam Sept 8 at 11 at Townhall, Grimsby 

Bridges, any Rowland grove, Wells rd, Sydenham, out of business. Green- 
wich. Pet July 23. Ord Aug 12. Exam Sept 3 at 2 

Brown, William Pattinson, Liverpool, Baker. Liverpool. Pet Augi3, Ord Aug 
13, Exam Aug 26 at 12 at Court House, Government bldgs, Victoria st, Liver. 


pool 
pichanen, Claud, Rete om rd, Richmond, Gent. Waudsworth. Pet June 28, 
Ord Aug 12. Exam Oct 
Bulmer, William, Guisborough, out of Yastoom. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough. Pet Augi10. Ord Augi0. Exam A -y ad 
Carter, omas, Huddersfield, Bootmaker. Huddersfield. Pet Aug 12, Ord Aug 
12. Exam Aug 16 at 11 
Collin, Philip, Winchester, Gardener. Winchester. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 13, 
Exam Oct 13 at 10 
Docwra, Launcelot, Theydon Bois, Essex, Gent. Edmonton. Pet July 20. Ord 
Aug 13. Exam Sept 28 at 1 at Court house, Edmonton 
Fairweather, David Anderson, Felling, ham, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne, 
Pet Aug 12. Ord Augi2. Exam Aug 26 at 11 
Field, Arthur William, Hipemenets, * Bedfordshire, Bootmaker. Bedford. Pet 
Aug i3. Ord Augi4. Exam Sept 
Fullwood, enry, London wall, Carman. Hi os Court. Pet Augi3. Ord 
Augi13. Exam Oct 1 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fie 
= Alfred John, ae 2 Hill, Statfordshire, Coal ieee. Stourbridge. Pet 
g7. Ord Aug?7. Exam Aug 26 at 11.30 
Hall Villiam, Layard rd, Bermondsey, Leather Merchant. High Court. Pet 
July 20, Ord Aug 12. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Heald, George Fre ck, Crewe, Cheshire, Baker. Nantwich and Crewe, Pet 
Aug 11. Ord Augil. Exam Oct 13 at 11 at Nantwich 
Hemming, John doom. Cheltenham, Solicitor. Cheltenham. Pet Augii. Ord 
Aug il. Exam Oct 1 at 12 
Jarman, Thomas, Llanelly, Brecon, Innkeeper. Tredegar. Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 
13. Exam fag S 3 at 10.30 at County Court Office, Tredegar 
Jehan, Charles Edmund, Cardiff, out cf business. Cardiff. Pet Augi0. Ord 
Augi0. Exam Aug 27 at 10 
Jones, William, Llanfaelog, An slesey Coal Dealer. Bangor. Pet Augi3, Ord 
Aug 13. Exam Sept 2 at 12 at Court house, Bangor 
Kane, Francis William, Sc George’s sq, Pimlico, Major inH.M. Army. High 
Court. Pet Juneil. Ord Aug il. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn fiel 1s 
Peacock, Lorenzo, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Pet Aug 13, Ord Aug 13, 
Exam Sept 7 at 11 
Pike, William, Chancery lane, Club Proprietor. High Court. Pet Augi13. Ord 
Aug i4. Exam Oct 8 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pirrie, John Sinclair, Victoria st, Westminster, Engineer. High Court. Pet 
Aug i4, Ord Augi14, Exam Oct 8 at 11.80 at 34, Linc»ln’s inn fields 
Pope, Frederick William, Shepton Mallet, Draper. Wells. Pet Aug 10. Ord 
Augill, Exam Oct 12 at 11 
Rattenbury, Ebenezer, Exeter, Tailor. Exeter. Pet Aug 13. Ori Aug 13, 
Exam Oct 14 at 11 ; 
Ravenhall, Joseph, Kingswinford, Sareea, Grocer, Stourbridge. Pei 
Aug 10. Ord Augi0. Exam Aug 26 at 11.30 
Reeder, Richard Edward, Gt Yarmouth, Boot Dealer. Gt Yarmonth. Pet Aug 
13. Ord Aug 13. Exam Sept 13 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Yarmouth 
Ridoutt, Georxe, -— ys + \ynemone Leather Seller. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 
12. Ord Augi13. Exam fng 0 
Roberts, Gharies Philip, St Paul’s rd, Highbury, Builder. High Court. Pet 
Aug 12. Ord Aug 12. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rothwell, Gaatan Liverpool, Baser. Liverpool. Pet Aug 14. Ord Aug WM, 
Kxam Aug 26 at 12 at Court house, Government bags. Victoria st, Liverpool 
Rowherry, James, Halesowen, Worcestershire, Hay Dealer, Stourbridge. Pet 
Aug 3. Ord Aug3. Exam Aug 26 at 11.30 
Smith, Richard, Gracecburch st’ Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet Aug 11. 
Ord Aug it. Exam Oct 8 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Sneddon, David, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Engineman, Whitehaven. Pet 
Aug i2. Ord Aug 12. Exam Aug 26 at 3 
Spill, Daniel, Upton, Essex. High Court. Pet July 19. Ord Aug 12. Exam 
Oct 8 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln's inn fields 
Stripp, Jobn Payne, and George Wyatt, High Holborn, Builders. High Court. 
Pet May 19. Ord Aug12. Exam Oct 1 at a ae Le Lincoln’s inn fields 
Thompson, Nathan, Southampton bldgs, C lane, Gent. High Court. 
Pet June 8. Ord Augi12. Kxam Oct 8 at il oe 34, incoln’s inn fields 
Watson, Albert, Albert Keighley, and Frederick Watson, Bingley, Yorks, 
bihig ng Machine Makers. radford, Pet Aug 13. Ord Auy 14. Exam 
spt 2 
Watttagton, Frank, Niton, Isle of Wight, Blacksmith. Newport and Ryde. 
Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 13. Exam O 
Williams, Walter ‘Alfred Whitehead, Stockwell rd, Florist. High Court, Pet 
July 16. Ord Augi12. Exam Oct 8 ‘at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Wiltshire, William, jun, ane 1.W,, Tailor. Newport and Ryde. Pet Aug 
13. Ord Aug 13. Exam Oct 6 
Winter, Edmund, Christchurch, Hampshire, puliéer. Poole. Pet Augi2. Ord 
g12. Exam Sos 8 at 1 at ‘Lownhall, Pool 
wie * William, Fordingbridge, Hampshire, Butcher. Salisbury. Pet Aug 14. 
Ord Aug 14, Exam Oct at 2 
Wright, William Walmsley, Bolton, Lancashire, Tea Merchant. Bolton, Pet 
Augiz. Ord Augi2, Exam Aug 40 at 11.40 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of August 13. 
toss Brothers and Co, Finsbury pavement, ‘Timber Merehants. High Court. 
Pet June 12, Ord Aug 9, Eaem Oct 1 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
| tret M#eTINGS. 
Alcock, Henry, Sheffield, Grocer. Aug 26 at 11.30, Official Receiver, Figtree 
| lane, Sheffield 
| Anear, Frederick Arundel, Wood st, Westminster, Plumber. Aug 27 at 11, 3, 
| Carey st, Lincoln’sinn 
| Apple garth, ‘Thomas, Sedgefield, Butcher. Aug 24 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 8, 
Albert rd, Middle sbovough 
| Atherton, Isano, junr, Kirkby, nr Liverpool, Farmer. Aug 27 at 3. Official Re- 
| ceiver, 85, Victoria at, LAverpool 
Besnard, Thomas J, Connaught rd, Harlesden. Aug 27 at 12, Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal at, ¥ 2 incoln’s inn 
Barton, David, Leicoster, Watchmaker. Aug 27 at 8. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
Back Hobert Oat Campbell, Goswell rd, Lead Merchant. Aug 26 at 12, 83, Carey 
ncoln’s inn 
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Blundell, Thomas Edwin, Rushock, Worcestershire, Farmer. Aug 28 at 11+ 
Official Receiver, Worcester 

Bonne Too ee Builder. Aug 26 at 12, 42, The Outer Temple, Strand 

Booth, anchester, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 27 at 11.30. cial Re- 
ceiver. bert. s chmbrs, Long e st, Manchester 
Brook, John William Th blymouth, Baker. Aug 24 at 11. Official Receiver, 
18, Peangioss st Plymou 

Brown, W: illiam Pati: eeinson, bicetal Baker. Aug 26 at3. Official Receiver, 35, 
Victoria st, st, Liverpool 

Browne, William wis Clifton, and Edmund Charles Chettester, Queen st, 
Cheapside, Accountants. Aug 25 at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lin- 


in” 
Burdett, James, Sparkbrook, Worcestershire, Baker. Aug 25at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, Birmingham 


Carter, Tho: Huddersfield, Bootmaker. Aug 26 oe nN. New st, Huddersfield 
Collin, Philip, inchester, Gardner. Aug 27 at 3. cial Receiver, 74, High st, 
Winchester 


Onoathet Saville, Northowram, nr Stone Merchant. Aug 25 at 12. 
ial Receiver, Townhall chbrs, Haiif 
Dabbs, ial itred Herbert, Sutton Coldfield, Warwickshire, Tailor. Aug 26 at 2. 
fficial Receiver, Birmingham 
Dorey, Asshne ds J. agDaty Ferndale, Glamorganshire, Builder. Aug 24at12. Court 
ouse, Pov 

Eiderton, Wt Wil - Alexander, Colville sq, Bayswater, Private Tutor. Aug 27 at 
1. st, Linco 

Ellis. Mark F Stratford, Essex, Fruit Salesman. Septiatii. Bankruptcy 
bldgs qt st, Lincoln’s inn 

Everett, Samuel Charles Henry, Wallington, Surrey, Merchant. Aug 26 at 11, 

neuer y_bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

sanan er, David ’Anderson, Felling, Durham, Grocer. Aug25ati1. Official 
Receiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on 

Garrison, Alfred, Birkenhead, Bicycle Te. Aug 25at 2. Official Receiver, 48, 
Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Gibbs, Robert Thomas, Cardiff, Colliery Proprietor. Aug 24 at 2.30. Official 
Receiver, 3, r hitsek neohiGewe. Cardiff 
a . Altre d John, Brieriey Hill, Staffordshire, Coal Dealer. Aug 26 at 11. Talbot 

otel, Stourbri 
Hemming, John Joseph, Cheltenham, Solicitor. Aug 24 at 4.15. County Court, 


Chelts 

Hill, errate, SS Gt pas. Bricklayer. Septiat12. Official Receiver, 3, Haven 
8 rims! 

nil, Biiward, Portslade, Sussex, Draper. Aug 24 at 12. Official Receiver, 39, 

nd st, Br: 
Hyslop, enry Hector, St John’s ter, Sadler’s Wells, Clerk. Aug 27 at 12. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Jehan, ane Edmund, Cardiff, out of business. Aug 24 at 10.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, 3 Crockherbtown, Cardiff 

J poe J , Joseph, Birmingham, Carpenter. Aug 25 at 11. Official Receiver, Bir- 


ony rf an Thomas, Clee, Lincolnshire, out of business, Sept 1 at 12.30. Official 
Receiver, 3, Haven st, Great Grimsby 
McAnultz, Silvester, Birmingham, Woollen Merchant. Aug 27 at 11. Official 
Receiver, Birmingham 
Milnes, Fanny, Nottingham. Hotel Proprietress. Aug 24at 3. Official Receiver, 
1, Hi +f javemont, Restingham 
Owen, ard, Llanfaelog, Angiesea, Grocer. Aug 24 at 2. Official Receiver, 
Crypt chmbes, Eastgate row, Chester 
Pierce, Evan, Portmadoc, Carnarvonshire, Mariner. Aug 24 at 12. Official Re- 
ceiver, Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Pope, Freaerick William, Shepton Mallett, Draper. Aug 23 at 12.3.. Official 
eceiver, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 
Price, William Henry, Cardiff, Grocer. Aug 24 at 12. Official Receiver, 3, Crock- 
herbtown, Cardiff 
Rattenbury} Ebenezer, Exeter, Tailor. Aug 27 ati11. Official Receiver, 13, Bed- 
ford circus, Exeter 
ae, sore , Kingswioford, Staffs, Grocer. Aug 26 at 1115. Talbot Hotel, 
ourbridge 
Richards, Edward, West Ham, Essex, Corn Dealer. Aug 26 at 11. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portumal 2 st, Lincoln’s inn 
Ridoutt, George, Landport, Hants, Leather Seller. Aug 26 at 12.30. Chamber 
of Commerce, 145, Cheapside 
Roberts, Margaret Jane, Bangor, Bootmaker. Aug 24 at 2.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Crypt chbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Rowberry, ames, Halesowen, Worcestershire, Hay Dealer. Aug 26 at 10.45. 
Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge 
Smith, Henry, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Aug 24 at 11. Official Receiver, 3, 
Crockherbtown, Cardiff 
Sneddon, David, Cleator Moor, Cumberland. Eagineman. Aug 26 at 2. 67, 
Duke st, Whitehaven ¥ 
Thirkettle, James, Cantley, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Aug 28at12. Official 
Receiver, 8, King st, N orwich 
Thompson, John, argon, Stationer. Aug 27 at 2. Official Receiver, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
Thornley, W William Hearnshaw, and Arthur Dakeyne Webster, Nottingham, Lace 
Dyers, Aug % ati2. Official Receiver, 1, High pavement, a ietingnem 
Turner, John Wilkinson, Whitby, Painter. Aug 24 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 8, 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Underhay, Emily, Talgart mM, West Kensington, Widow. Aug 27 at 11. Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, orbugal st, Li ncoln’s inn 
Webster, William, Southport, Lancashire, Engineer. Aug 25 at 3.30. Official 
Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Wensley, James, Bristol, Music Seller, Aug 27 at 12.45. Great Western Hotel, 
jeddingten. London 
WwW » William, Great Boughton, Cheshire, out of business. Aug 2&4 at 3 30, 
Official "Receiver, Orypt chbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Whistings = —, + ton, Isle of Wight, Blacksmith. Aug 2% at 3. George 
fo’ mou 
Wikia, J —e - ee le Hole, Implement Maker, Aug 24 at 12.45. Three Tuns 


Wiltshive, William, junr, Ry de, Isle of Wight, Tailor. Aug 26at2, Chamber of 
C vommerce, 145, Cheapside 
Winter, Edmund, Christe hureh, Builder, [Aug 26 at3.45. London Hotel, Poole 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Andrews, William, South Stockton, out v4 business, Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough. Pet Aug is, Ord Aug 
witw, Hermann, Manchester = | st, Mantle Manufacturer. 
High Court, Pet July 16. Ord Au 
Moor, Smad George, Shefiicld, flestro Plater, Sheflield, Pet July 3. Ord 


Booth, Htobert Hulme, Manchester, Beerhouse Keejer. Salford. Pet Aug 13, 
rd Aug 

aly Hoary, Dovey pl, Old Ford, Licensed Victualler, High Court, Pet 
d , W 

Buck > hog Walter, tuldersfleld, Qoal Merchant. Hu ldersfield, Pet July a, 


Ord Au 
Bulmer, William Guisborough, out of business, Stockton on Tees and Mid. 
pormmornugh Pee Au e. part 0 ich. Pood 
OSS, ward, Norwio nter, Norwic ot July 15. Ord Aug 
Gallise Bhilip, Winchester, Gardener. Winchester, iwanet . Ord AA “4 











Orpdcck, Js John, Evercreech, Somerset, Coal Merchant. Wells. Pet Aug 6. 
Davenport, 4 ames, Stretford, nr Manchester, Grocer. Salford. Pet July 13. Ord 
ug 1 


Dyer, George, Cheshire, Farmer. Birkenhead. Pet July 23. Ord A: 

Fow! wis, Geange, residence unknown, no occupation. Court. » 4 

Galilee, James Robert, Leadenhall st, Clerk. High Court. Pet under sec 103. 

Hah. Altred cohen, Be » Retarley HER, Gtafhoriahise, Coal Dealer, Stourbridge. Pet 
ug 

Harrison, Hiwin, Bradford, out of business. De ;, Rot July's 29. Ord Aug 13 

Sere John, Commercial rd E, Ironmonger. Pet July 16. 
rd 





Sarina, “Puomas, Lianelly, Brecon, Innkeeper. Tredegar. Pet Augi3. Ord 
Johan, Charles Edmund, Cardiff, out of business. Cardiff. Pet Augi0. Ord 


pe ~. i John Henry, Derb; ng Aa Grocer. Derby. Pet July 26. Ord Aug 7 
Kreutz, Carl, Newgate st, High Court. Pet Augi0. Ord A’ 
Marsh, Thomas, and Robert Ledgerwood, Birmingham, Silversmiths. 


. y 12 
McKerrow, Robert Farquhar, uiar, Lianbadoc, nr Usk, Mon, Schoolmaster. rekl 
Mon. Pet Augi0. Ord Aug 14 
yr wevurd, West Ham, Essex, Corn Dealer. High Court. Pet July 22 
ug 
Rothwell, George, Liv: Baker. Li Pet Aug 14. Ord Aug 14 
Sheridan, Dudley Perrott, bard “ox Financial “Agent,” Hiek Osnes, Pet 


ie on Bug i 
sunita, De vid, Birmingham, out of business. Birmingham. Pet Aug 10. Ord 
smith, 3 a Ann, Birstal, Yorks, Widow. Dewsbury. Pet June 2. Ord 
mw. Ang David, Chester Moor, Cumberland, Engineman. Whitehaven. Pet 


Augi2. Ord Aug 12 
br dy en Kingston on Thames, Lath Render. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Aug 





Thom — pson, Charles, Newport, Ironmonger. Newport and Ryde. Pet July 30 
Ord ug 5 

Vaughan, James, Usk, Mew Grocer. N. .Mon. Pet Augii. Ord Aug 12 

Watson, Albert, Al Keighley, and erick Rs Bingley, Yorks, 


ringins: Machine Makers. “Beeifora. Pot Au Ord Aug 
Webb, Edward, Fulham rd, West Brompton, Bu ~ High Court. Pet July 


16. Ord Aug 12 
Blaydes, Arthur Charl per cree By en Northamptonshire, ti 
es, ur es, ee no occupation. 
Luicester. Annul June 28. Adjud Sept 17 . ” 
J yoy ar 9 Charlwood st, co, Builder. High Court. Adjud Nov 3. 





SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 


g. 24.—- Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGeEWATER, at the Mart, 
ag ld Property (see advertisement, Aug. 7, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





MARRIAGES. 

Hacon-— CHAMPION. mete yD ad Christ Church, St. Marylebone, Willian 
Llewellyn inn, barrister, to Leslie, daughter of 
Major-General James 4-7 Chassptom of 17, Harewood-sq N.W. 

MELLOR—KNOWLES.—A 10, at a, Cumberland, Frank H. Mellor, bar- 
rister-at-law, to Mabel Lucy, d ter of the late Herbert Knowles. 

RopsON—FLETCHER.—Aug. 17, at St. Jude’s, Kensington, Sydney Barringto: 
Robson, barrister-at-law, of the I nner Temsta, to Florence B g, Gunghter 
of the late Charles Fletcher, Esq., of ore-square. 

Strson—SMITH.—Aug, 17, at St. ee ilon Bedford. Crarins Stimson, solici- 
tor. Bedford, to Eleanor Mary Perrott Norah), daughter of Benjamin Smith 
of Colesden Cottage, Bedford DEATHS 


Hatu.—Aug. 11, at 40, St. mt, Somer poqaate, Notting-hill, John Edward Hall, M.A. 
barrister, of Lincoln’s-in im aged 3 
MapLes.—Aug. 12, at Elmsf -house, Spalding, Ashley Maples, solicitor, aged 
80, 





Uhe Subscription to the Soicrrors’ Jounnat is—Town, 26s. ; Counters, 
288. ; with the Wrexty Rerorrsr, 52s. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Voluvcs 
bound at the ofice—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
CAPE OF GOOD HOPE.—CONVERSION OF THE PUBLIC DEBT. U NTE AR ABLE LETTER 
THE LONDON AND WESTMINSTER BANE) Warrants, which, if desired, can be sent by post to 
LIMITED, on behalf of the Government of the Cape | the Stockholders ; and the Stock will be redeemable 
of Good Hope, and in accordance with the Acts of | at parat the same Bank, on the 15th October, 1936 
the Cape Legislature, No. 16 of 1881, as amended by | but the Government of the Cape of Good Ho will COPY] NG B00 KS 
No. 18 of 1883 and No. 16 of 1886, offer conversion into | have the ot of redemption at par in London, on ' 
HOWARD’S PATENT. 
Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made. 


Cape of Good Hope Consolidated Stock, onthe terms | or after the 15th October, 1916, on giving twelve 
hereinafter set forth, to the holders of all Debentures | calendar months’ notice by advertisement in the 

THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION 
Price List UPON APPLICATION 











of Loans negotiated by the Government of the Colony | “ London Gazette” and in the “‘ Times” Newspaper, 
Hope through the Crown Agents | or by post to the then Stockholders at their regis- 
for the lonies, as well as of the unconverted por- tered addresses. 
tion of the Five Cent. Loan negotiated through 
the London and Westminster Bank ted. 

The Cape of Good Hope Consolidated Stock, 
—— interest at four per cent. per annum, to be 
creat for the purposes of this Conversion, will be 
inscribed in accordance with th 
** Colonial Stock Act, 1877’’—40 and 41 Vict., cap. 59— 
in the books of the Stock to be kept by the London 
and Westminster Bank Limited, and will be transfer- 

* able. without charge and free of Stamp Duty, at that 


Stock Certificates to Bearer, of the denominations 
of £100, £500, and £1,006, with Coupons. for the Half- 
yearly Dividends attached, will be obtainable in ex- 
change for Inscribed Stock at the London and West- 
minster Bank Limited, Lothbury, on payment of the 
prescribed fees, and such Certificates can be re- 
inscribed as Stock at the will of the holder. 


The revenues of the Colony of the Cape of Good 
Hope, alone, are liable in ct of this Stock and 





e provisions of the 
WODDERSPOON & CO., 
7, SERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 





e Consolidated Fund 


Bank, either by the Stockholders personally or by 
their Attorneys. The interest, at the rate of four per 
cent. per apnum, will be payable,.on behalf of the 
Care of Good Hope Government, at the London and 
Westminster Bank Limited, bury, on the 15th 
April and 15th October in each year, by Dividend 


Care OF Goop Hore GovERNMENT DEBENTURES, to the Holders of which 


| the Dividends thereon, and 

of the United Kingdom and the Commissioners of Her 

ajesty’s Treasury are not y or indirectly 

| liable or responsible for the payment of the Stock or 

the Dividends thereon, or for any matter relating 
thereto.—40 and 41 Vict., cap. 59, sec. 19. 

onversion is offered, and 


the amount of Cape of Good Hope Four per Cent. Consclidated Stock to be inscribed in exchange for 

















SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

















each £108 in Debentures, are as under, viz. : P ~~ — ——— 7 - = — sins, per. 
Bes a ee, Ee ectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Acts of the Colonial Parlia- | Autho- | present Interest | Amount of Four per | Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
ment under which the Loans| rized |amount.| Redeemable. Payable. | Stock offered for each Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
were issued. Issue. j £100 of Debentures. Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
ices all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is fu 
NEGOTIATED THROUGH THE CrowN AGENTS FOR THE CoLONIES. times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKUEE 
Six per Cent Debentures. | £ - | ican sas . -.. a bo we &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 

6 of 1860 600 15 Oct., 1890 (15 il, 15 Oct. 109 0 0 eo 2 - 

8 of 1860... | 151'800 iJen. 1901 |iJen, 1July 109 5 0 Made instantaneo.sly with . :iling water, » teaspoontal 
14 of 1863... | 499'000! 15 April, 1891 |15 April, 15 Oct. 109 10 0 to a Breakfas: Cup, costing less than a enny. 
17 of 1862... |“ 95'700 15 Oct., 1892 > * 112 0 C ocoatina a La Vanitiz is the most delicate, digestible, 
24 of 1864... | 98,000! 15 Oct., 1894 et ‘. 1145 0 0 cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken whe 
11 of 1866-7 . 174,400; 150ct., 1900 a 122 10 0 ‘ richer chocolate is prohibited. ems 

of 1864 | 18,100! 31 Dec., 1900 ra a 122 10 0 (n tins at Is, 6d., ~~ &c., by Chemists ani 
DaMtutine.. | | i” a, ” ” =e Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor. 
8 Of 1964... ceseerecsseseeseezsseeeee] 255,400] 209,200 31 Dec., 1900 15 April, 15Oct.) 111 10 0 H. Scuwsrrzsz &Co.,10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.( 
Four and a Half per Cent. 
Toft. Pat a 
0! . f 1871; 14 and 15) | 
of 1472; 13 of 1873; 19 and 26 | EDE AND SON ’ 
of 1874; 25 and 26 of 1875; 12 Annual | : 
and 13 of 1876; 6,7, and 40 of }| 7,407,700 6,628,600 Drawings 15 April, 15 Oct. 1077 0 0 ROBE MAKERS 
1877 ; 17 and 22 of 1878 ; 14, 15, Accumulative | ’ 
peas ee - 7 1879; and 
, 21, and 24 of 1880 J | 
24 and 26 Of 1878 o........ccecseecsserses 2,615,600 | 2,419,700 Ditto 1 June, 1 Dec. 107 0 0 BE GUSTER SOCSERENENA, 
8 aad tbe: 68,000 68,000 31 = 7. | 1Jan., 1July 106 0 0 To Ber Moy the Lest Chancellor, the Whole of the 
1 Of 1981 seseeseesssssssvssseesereeseessee--,, 2,000,000 1,892,100 { Drawings } 1 June, 1 Dec. 100 10 0 SR, Senay eS 
Accumulative 


Five per Cent. Debentures: 
22 of 1880, as amended by 3 of 
1881; 14, 18, and 20 of 1881; 
17 and 30 of 1882; 33, 98, amd 
IE shad sics-Spesecssnctaecneies } 
Totals ........... -ssez{17,882.700 |13.343,100 | 


A 
4,837,500 | 1,525,800 ; 





NEGOTIATED THROUGH THE LoNDON AND WESTMINSTER Bank (LIMITED), 
ny time between 1 June, 1 Dec. | 


107 10 0O 
Dec., 1893, and 
Dec., 1923, | 








Debentures of any of the above Loans will be re- 
ceived by the London and Westminster Bank 
Limited, on and after the ist September, 1886, for 
conversion into Four per cent. Consolidated Stock, 
the interest on which will accrue from the 15th 
October next, and the first half-yearly payment 
there.f be made on the 15th April, 1887. Forms for 
listing the Debentures to be lodged for conversion can 
be obtained of the London and Westminster Bank 
Limited. and the signatures of the sons in whose 
names the Consolidated Stock is to 
be peguiced thereto. 

Ilolders of Debentures, on which the interest is 
payable on the 15th October, will retain the Coupon 
due 15th October, 1886, and holders of Debentures, on 
which the interest was paid on the ist June or ist 


inscribed will | 


July, will receive payment up to the 15th October, 
1886, of the interest accrued from the ist June and ist 
| July Sepeeerey, at the rates now borne by their 
Debentures. ith the exception of the Coupons due 
| 15th October, 1886, above-mentioned, Debentures 
| lodged for conversion must have all undue Coupons 
| attached. 
t Conversion will close on the 15th November, 


The provisions relating to the Annual drawings of 
certain of the Government Debentures will continue 
to ep as heretofore, and such Debentures as the 
holders may not wish to convert will be drawn in the 
same ratio as hitherto. 

London and Westminster Bank Limited, Lothbury, 
| London, E.C., 16th August, 1886. 


~ 





ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Established 1836, 


Uomxpos: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C. 
Union-terrace. 
INCOME & FUNDS (1885) :— 
Fire Premiums ... ose eco ees £577,000 
Life Premiums .., ove eco «os 191,000 


132,000 
£3,134,000. 


Azszrpgrx; 1, 


eee oo 


Interest... oo one 
Accumulated Funds oe ee ee 





mae STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 
Established 1925. 
Invested Funds 6} Millions Sterling. 
Annual Revenue ... £900,000, 

At the divirion of Surplus declared on 11th May, 
1886, Neversionary Bonus additions to the amount 
of £930,000 were added to Policies. 

Moderate Rates of Premiums. Liberal Conditions. 
Fyne of . ast fine W information ] rw 

on.—London: 83, Villiam-street, E.C., and 
2, Pall Mall East, 8.W. ? ; 


Pa SE, GROVE PARK, 
LL, LONDON.—High-class 
School for Giris.—Two Scholarships, value £30, £20, 
tenable for two years, open to 9 daughters of 
members of the al profession only, will be offered 
for Competition September. — Address’ Lapy 
PRINCIPAL. 


THE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limited. 

Capital £2,000,000, bscribed. 
£200,000 paid up. Reserve Fund, £5,000. 
The Company’s loans are limited to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture issue is limited to 
the uncalled captte’. 
0 


IRECTORS. 
H, J. Bristow, Esq. | Si Wi11amM T. Power, 
W. K. Granam, Esq K.C.B 


FALCONER LARKWORTHY, | THOS. RUSSELL, Esq. 
sq. 1.M.G. 
ArTHuRk M. Mirtcuison,|Sir Epwarp bf Star- 


Esq. FORD, K.C.M.G. 
Chairman of Colonial Board— 
The Hon. Sir FrepK. Wu1TakeEr, K.C.M.G., M.L.C., 
late Premier of New Zealand. 


The Directors are issuing Terminable Debentures 
bearing interest at 4 per cent. for three years, and 
44 per cent. for five years and upwards. Interest halt- 
yearly by Coupons. 

A. M. MITCHISON, Managing Director. 
-buildings, Leadenhall-st.. London, E.C. 


UME for the TREATMENT and OURE 


ham.—The sole establishment in Middlese: 
under the Act. Charmingly secluded. Gentlemen 
only. Limited number taken. Billiard room, library, 
lawn tennis court, bowls, &c. The wholes B ed 
abstainers. Tempe 


waits, F.R.C.8. Ed.; and reference is permi to 








Messrs. Munton & Monrzis, Solicitors, 954, Queen 
Victoria street, London. 





ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


€4, CHANCERY LANE, LOND WV 





EW ORIENTAL BANK CORPORA- 
TION (LIMITED). 


Capital, £2,000,000; Subscribed and Paid-up, £500,000. 
London : 40, Threadneedle-street. 


BRANCHES and AGENCIES—Edinburgh, Bom- 
bay, Calcutta, Madras, Ceylon, Mauritius, Singapore, 
Hong Kong, Shanghai, okohama, Kobe, N. 
Melbourne, and Sydney. 

The Bank buys and sells Bills of Exchange, makes 
telegraph transfers, issues letters of credit ani 
circular notes, forwards bills for collection, and 
transacts banking and agency business generally. 


INTEREST ALLOWED ON DEPOSITS. 
Fixed for 3, 4, or 5 months at 3 per cent. per annum. 


Fixed for 6 or 9 months » 4 99 ” 
Fixed for 1 year certain _,, if ” ” 
Fixed for 2 years » 4 ” ” 
Fixed for 8,5,or7 years ,, 5 ” ” 


Current Accounts opened and cheque books 
supplied. Interest at 2} per cent. per annum allowed 
on the minimum monthly balance if not below £100. 

Advances made against eores banking securities. 

Pay and pensions drawn, insurance premiums, club 
subscriptions, and other odical payments madeat 
a uniform commission of r cent. 

Securities bought, sold, and received for safe custody 
from constituents of the bank. Interest and divi- 
dends collected, 

Drafts issued upon the Bank’s Eastern Branches at 


current rates, of commission. Bills collected of 
negotiated, and every description of exchange 
business conducted. 


rs are now receiving applications for 4 
per Cent. Debentures of £10 and upwards, secured 
upon the freehold bank premises in the City of 
London and elsewhere, in reduction of the 5 per Cent. 
Debentures issued. 

All necessary information and forms can be obtained 
by application to the Agency, 23, St. Andrew-squar, 
Fainburgh, or the Head Office, 40, Threadneedle 
street, London, E.O, 

ROBERT TURNER ROHDE, Secretary: 
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